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APOLOGY for the true 


. Church of SCOTL AND. 


To all the true Sons of the Cuurcn, but 


0 eſpecially tothe Magiſtrates and Town-Coun- 


| ing Sheets. j 5 


b being my Deſign in the follow- 
> 4) ing Pages, not only to vindicate 
the Truth and eftabliſh the Go- 
vernment of the Catholick Church 
(not that of the Pſeudocathelick 
Church of Rome, as my Adverſa- 
ry pretends, (which I look upon 


FF es) but that of the Catholick 
eee Church of GOD in all Ages 
i 0” both Fewiſb and Chriftian.) It be- 
be my Deſign, I fay, in the following Pages, not only to 


_ - Eftabliſh that which hath always been the Government of 
ide Catholick Church, but alſo to vindicate the Authority 


_ bf the preſent Epiſcepal Church of Svorlaud, from the falſe 


Pe retences and Claim of the uſurping and ſchiſmatick Preghy- 
pderian Party, it is fit that I ſhould call all the true Sons ba 
ON e oy 1 


35 Ie 


ö cil , the Burgb of Forfar, my very good | 
{| Parrons, unto whom I dedicate the follow 


as the moſt corrupt of all Church 


the Church to the reading and n of them: And it h 
being alſo my Deſign to ſay ſomething for my own Vindica - ¶ juſt 
tion, from the falſe and moſt malicious Calumnies of J. Save 2 
it was fit that I ſhould call you my People of Forfar as my ſay 
Witneſſes, among whom my Converſation from my Infancy 
is very well known, and more particularly fince I entered 
upon the Office of the ſacred Miniſtry among you, which 
was immediately after the Death of my Father, in the Spring mol 
of the Year 1687; and I appeal to you whether you have the 
ever knewn me for a Railer or a Calumniator of my Neighyen | 
bours. GOD knows that railing is a Thing which I do ved ſo 
ry much hate, and it is Very grievous to me to be a Wity 
neſs of it in others; and therefore although J. V. hath ink 
his Pamphlet given me good Store of it, yet I have careful. 
ly ſhunned to retaliate and pay him in his own Coin. Titz min 
true, while I am writing 2 luft wicked Schiſmaticks, whafich 
have ſo ample a Profeſſion of Religion, but in the meangry co 
Time ftick at nothing that may appear to promote the Inte ꝶufeſs 
reſts of their Party, violating and trampling under foot alſient 

the moſt ſacred Bonds of Equity and Juftice (as I hav vou 
ſnewed in my laſt Pamphlet) it was neceſſary that I ſhould inf inte 
ſome Meaſure ſet them forth in their proper Colours. Bu, 
as I was not the Aggreſſor, but did even that in Self-Deſſe Vi 
fence, being in a Manner conſtrained unto it by J. W. hiflere 
Pamphlet, ſo I have forborn aſmuch as I could from accufruth 

ſing any particular Perſons; Whereas J. W. hath taken Muth, 
great deal of Pains, not only to accuſe my Brethren in geſmons 
neral, but to ſet forth me in particular as a Man guilty off yo 
the moſt hateful Crimes, and a Perſon of no Conſcience offonſt 

Fear of GO D. But as it is a ſmall Matter for me to bem. 

judged of ſuch Men as he is, and as it were very eaſy for m An 
to vindicate- my ſelf from all his Aſperſions, if my CircunWree 

ſtances with reſpect to the Civil Government were as goo@pul: 
As his are; ſo I ſhall not recriminate, but leave him to th the 
Judgment of GOD, apealing to his Sovereign Tribunalie C 
Who knows the Sincerity and Uprightneſs of my Heart, witWg t 
reſpect to all thoſe Things whereof he doth accuſe me, Anu 
ſo I proceed to the Contideration of his Pamphlet; and bei ve 
cauſe he ſtill ſpeaketh to me in the ſecond Perſon, I ſhall iMriz 
my Reply follow his Example in that Particular, and adi t! 
dreſs my ſeli xo him a,ỹ]e in 0 ot ecd 
And now while Iam entring upon this Theme, Sir, I ſhallw 
not complain, as you do, of being incumbred with a Mul * 
_ fiplicity of Buſineſs, ſeeing your Presby tery hath given mite 


F 


And it ill of Eaſe (how juſtly I leave to G OD the ſovereign 
ndica - juſt Judge of the World to decern:) But 1 muſt ſay that 
f J. V. ve as little Heart to litigious Debates, yea and I think I 
as my ſay much leſs, than you have, ſeeing you was the 
nfancyEgreflor, and thereby made it neceſſary for me to ſtand 
nteredſ for the Defence, both of the Church, and my ſelf, whom 
whichſu did moſt groundlefly calumniate, and upon whom you 
Spring moſt ſcurrilouſly rail, for teaching that Doctrine which 
u'havd] the moſt Orthodox Doctors of the Chriftian Church 
Neighaqvyen Presbyterians not excepted) have taught before me; 
do ved ſo for you to ſay that you incline not for litigious writ- 
a Witqg, and that you dare not rail, is plainly eb de contra 
hath infum”, ſeeing you are eminently guilty of both 
careful! I do not incline ſo far to diſparage your Writings (as you 
Tig mine, ) by ſaying that they are the. weakeſt of that Kind 
2s, whahich I have ſeen; For howſoever they are not free from 
e mearfry conſiderable Blunders (as I have formerly ſhewed) yet L 
ne InteWifeſs that your Parochial Biſhop's Letter doth contain a ſuf. 
foot allFient Collection of all that's commonly faid by the Writers 
; I hav your Party upon that Head, and that pretty well digeſt. 
hould ii into Order and Method. And I believe that your Apo- 
s. Buffgy, which I am now going to conſider, ſays as much for 
Self. Deſſe V indication of your Party as the Subject will bear, But 
f. W. hiflere is no ſolid Argument can be framed againſt the 
m accufiruth,and Iam as ready as you are to ſay, that, Great is the 
taken Futh, and will certaznly prevail againſt all its Oppoſers, 
n in geſmong whom 1 think I may juſtly reckon you and all thoſe 
uilty off your Party, from which Imputation I hope to de- 
ience offtonſtrate that this Apology doth not yindicate either you or 
ne to blem. V on ORE 13 | 
y for mi And here, before I proceed te the Conſideration of thoſe 
CircunWree Heads whereof your Apology doth conſiſt, it is fit I 


as goofpuld obſerve, That although you do provoke us to ſtand 
m to thi the Deciſion of the Holy Scriptures as the only judge in 
Tribundſſe Controverſy before us, and tho you accuſe us of declin. 
art, wie their Judgment (which is a very groſs Calumny) yet 


e. AnWu do not attempt to refute the Confirmation (which I 
and be ve in my laſt Pamphlet) even of my Arguments from 
I ſhall iMWripture, neither of theſe drawn from Reaſon illuminated 


* 


and ad the Light of GO D's Word; fo that your Apology muſt 


8 eds be very imperfect at the beſt, You accuſe us of bein 
ir, I ſhalwilling to come to the Light of G O D's Word, becauſe 
ha Mul@ you fondly alledge) it doth always fail us. But herein 
given matter your ordinary Manner) you accuſe us fallly, for we 


N n ; 
9 


are 


\ 


pw. . WyofC 
| RI [ 6 1. 5 Euot 
are very ready to acknowledge that important Principle ls may 
Chriftian Verity, That all Things, which are neceſſary either ing | 
be believed or practiſed, are plainly contained in the boly Scri Chur 
tures, But then we think that the beſt Way to underſtafe to | 
the true Senſe of the Holy Scriptures, when it is cootroverſ Chu: 
ed, is by conſulting the Fathers of the firſt Ages, and chigrid Ci 
ly in thoſe Things which were of continyal Practice in ti is ver 
Church, wherein they could not poſſibly be miſtaken, eſpe Aurhe 
ally ſeeing they had the extraordinary Gifts of the Holy Gl again 
continued with them for ſeveral Ages. lt is true, where Wriſt hir 
can find one Place of Scripture clearly to explain another, rate 
as it cannot reaſonably be controverred, this is id tie, be 
beſt Mean of underſtanding the Senſe of the dark Place (in: Al 
cauſe we are ſure that one Place cannot contraditt another Voice 
But where that is wanting, the only beſt Way to decide ii Chu 
Controverſy is to appeal to the Fathers of the Primitiftut th. 
Church, and in thoſe Things wherein they do all agree, tMrch, 
Teftimony appears to be more than humane, And truMow y 
there can be nothing more unreaſonable, than for eveMlick ( 
fanatick Spirit to preſume to ſet up his own novel Opirlſons h 
ons, and to alledge for them Scripture gloſſed by him { Chu! 
contrary to the unanimous Senſe of the firſt Ages of tis can 
Church, and much more to all Ages downward from tene Li 
Beginning, as you do. {ol EB eve in 
Thoſe Things being premiſed, I come to conſider whhther! 
you ſay upon thoſe three Heads upon which your Apoloy Cha! 
doth proceed, wherein I ſhall not trace you in every Thi'n th 
which you ſay (left I ſhould ſwell this Pamphlet to too greſÞ (wit 
a Bulk, and make it tedious to my Readers) but 1 ſhall on An 
conſider thoſe Things which are moſt material, and up, 
which you ſeem to lay the greateſt Streſs for the V indiq; Seb. 
tion of your Party. And firft as to your Head of Schiſſhe ca 
I ſhall not meddle with your Diviſions of Schiſm, which yemee 
might well have ſpared, ſeeing it is only the laſt Memb wi 
that we are concerned with in this Controverſy,, But yoll Wrch, 
Deſcription of it is too narrow; for it is not only a Separatid Atice 
by abflaining from the Communion of the Church, but tif 
for ming of a Farty againft her, and the ſetting up Alta ut y 
againſt Altar (as the Ancients expreſs it) which is commoW and 
Iv undetficed by Scbijm, and which is the horrid and u 4 
curchirg Crime which we impute to you and your Part 
and from which you will never be able to vindicate eithd be 
Jour felt or deu. This ie à fue renting of the myſticyy 
| om — Boc 5 . 
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R ly of Chriſt, and a cruel tearing out the very Bowels of 


ur Mother, which you confeſs to be ſo great a Crime. 


ciple I may perhaps be ſometimes neceſſary for weak and well 
;ther ning Perſons to abſtain from the Cummunion even of a 
Seri Church, when they'tiumble at ſome things which they 
er ſtalle to be unlawful in it, but they can never ſet up ano- 


Church againft her, without being guilty of that moſt 
rid Crime of which | have been ſpeaking. And the Rea, 
is very plain, becauſe the true Church carries in her 


rover 
4 Cit 
inst 
eſpeg / | 
y Ghd againſt her, rebels not only againft her, but againſt 
\ere Ariſt himſelf, It was indeed neceſſary for us, not only to 
tber, rate from, but alſo to let up againſt the Church of 

tire, becauſe ſhe was become idolatrous and Antichri- 


ce (n: And herein we did no more but our Duty in obeying 
other Voice of GO D, Rev. 18. 4. But to ſet up againſt a 
Ade ri Church is plainly to ſet up againſt Chriſt himſelf, and 


imiti{Fue themſelves off from the Communion of the Catholick 
ee, tprch, which is one, Eph. 4. 4. 3 
d tru Now you tell us that Schiſm may be either from the Ca- 
 eveflick Church, or from that particular Church where 
Opiiftſons ha ve their Abode. As for Sebiſm from the Catho- 
him Church, you ſay you cannot ſee how the Scots Presbytes 
of tis can be charged with it, ſo long as with them they pro- 
om one Lord, one Faith, one Baptiſm, and Love to all them thas 


er wh 
Apold 


Itner 1 hing to do; and it is in vain for any Perſons to pro- 

Charity, While they do not keep the Unity of the Spi- 
 ThiYin the Bond of Peace. | told you before, that if you 
50 greſÞ (with any Meaſure of Impartiality) read the Reve- 
all on and Learned Mr. Sage's Letter to Mr. Meldrum upon 
d up, you would have ſeen it ſufficiently proved that you- 
7 indicy} Sebiſmaticks from the Catholick Church, becauſe you 
Sebiſiſe cast off the Authority of Biſhops, which was always 
ich y emed the Principle of Unity in her. And it is plain 
ut you 


aratidh tice, refuſeth Communion with the Catholick Church 


but ti 
0 Alta ut you tell us, That if by the Catbolick Church we un- 
ommoſ and the Church 2 Rome, you are of Gerard's Mind that 


ed Schiſm. Unto which I atifwer, that 


and ui © 200d and ble 
r Parti 77 is a groundleſs and malicious if, for whatſoever 
e eithdJ be your politick Clamours againſt Popery, aow when 


myſtic 3 | Jou 


Authority of Jeſus Chriſt, and therefore whoſoever ſets 


eve in the Lord Jeſus. But it is one Thing to profeſs, and 


| whoſoever refuſeth Communion with any particular 
Irch, upon the Account of any Catholick Doctrine or 


E 1 
Fou find you may make a Handle of them for the Intereft | 
of your Party ; yet that it is not Popery, but the Ruin of the | had 
Epiſcopal Church, and the ſetting up of your own Dagon Some 
which you have at Heart, may be very plain to any Perſon Tim 
who will impartially confider your Behaviour ſince the Be- only 
ginning of the Reign of the late King James (of which k 
will have Occaſion to fay ſomething more particularly in bim 
anſwering to the End of this Paragraph:) And we ſee (as I | 
ſhewed in my laſt Pamphlet) that you are ftill content to 0 C 
make Conceſſions to Popery, providing you may thereby | cauſe 
reach a Blow at Epiſcopacy. And it is plain that ſince the z , 
late Revolution you have manifeſted more of your Spite Addi 
and Malice againft us, than you have done againſt Popery | whic] 
and all the other Sects of Religion together. os i 


In the Next Place you ſay, the reforming Biſhops of Eu? 


gland owned this Church, Cc. Anſ. Yes 1 confeſs they Pere 
owned the Church of Scotland at that Time for a pin 2 
Church, and there was very good Reaſon why they ſhoul * 
have done ſo, for it was a true reformed Church which had 
not ſet up againſt Epiſcopacy, nor made any Sobiſm upon . <2 
that Account; but if they had been living now, to ſee tlie a uw 
Principles and Practices of our preſent Presbyterians, they Peace. 
would have both diſowned and abhorred them. 1 
But you ſay, Our Jacobite Clergy are @ very ſtrange Sort| 
of Proteſtants, who openly join with 4 Popiſh Pretender againſt 
4 Proteſtant King; and take the moſt edel Ways io deſtroy 
the Proteſtant Religion, &c. Where the Reader may ſee how. 
you pelt us with hard Names, that you may thereby ren- 
der us odious to the Government. But if by Facob:te. Cler- 
y, you mean the Epiſcopal Clergy (as certainly you do) it 
is very ſtrange how you or your Party ſhould have the Fore- 
head to accuſe us as Fayourers of Popery, ſeeing it is well, 
known that we have given the plaineft Demonftrations of 
our contrary Inclinations, as well as of our Stedfaftneſs in ad- 
Hering to the true Intereſts of the Proteſtant Religion, in 
the moſt dangerous Time, in the Reign of the late King 
James, whereas your Party turned their Back upon them td dec 
and joined Iſſue with the Papifts: For no ſooner did the t Nou 
Defigns of the Court begin to appear for ſetting up of Po- Har), 


, Ll 
of 1. oy 


* 


had been perſecuted by the Chancellor (who was then be⸗ 
„ dome a very bigot Papift) upon that Account. But all that 
n Time there was a deep Silence among the Presbyterians, 
e. only one honeſt Man called Dr. Hardy ſpoke ſomething once, 
1 but was immediately filenc'd by. his Brethren,z and beſide 
in bim there was not one Man of thoſe who called themſelyes 
1 tbe ſober Presbyterians that ſpoke one Word. There was 
to no Clamour then againft Popery, when it was rampant (be- 
by ¶cauſe it was not the Intereft of the Party:) Upon the contra- 
he I Ty, there was nothing found amongft them but flatteri 
ite Addreſſes to the King, homologating that arbitrary Power 
rx which he had aſſumed, and ſhewing that howſoe ver they 
ad been ready to declaim againſt all Tendencies to it in a 
2 Proteſtant King, when it crofſed' their Deſigns, yet they 
hey Were reſolved to make their beſt Advantage of it under 2 
re) * Popiſh King, even tho it was evidently levelled againſt the 
Proteſtant Religion, as it was loudly. told them by Mr. 
Pfeils, (one of their own Hill Men) in his Mud Jet looſe. 
pon And truly, as there could not be any Thing more amazing 
eo us, than to ſee ſo many Proteſtants, who were living 
peaceably in Communion with us in the End of King Char- 
Wer's Reign (for then there was no Face of a Presbyterian 


Sort Church in Scotland, except a few Hill-men) ſo ſuddenly 
4 ſtart out from us, and make a Rupture in ſo critical a 
ftroy Juncture, when all the Interefts of the Proteſtant Religion 
how Hay ſo much at Stake: So it is certain, that nothing which 


occurred to King James in all his Reign did ſo much 
Iſtrengthen his Hands as that did. I ſhall forbear to make 
0) it Puy further Reflections upon this: only J muſt ſay, that if 
e had deen in their Circumftances at that Time, and be- 
ell Da ved as they did, 1 ſhould have been aſhamed ever to 
\ns of peak any Thing more of our Zeal for the Proteftant Rę- 
n ad. igion. | I EY 
1 ad | It is true I know ſome of you are not aſhamed to ſay, 
King That you did all this of Purpoſe to ruin King James, and 
them to ſecure the Proteſtant Religion. But if this were true, 
4 the ft would be ſo far from excuſing you, that upon the con- 
of Po- rary, it would affix upon you the worſt of Crimes, and 
beſtit ake you guilty of the moſt helliſh Diſſimulation and Trea- 
The n againſt him. who was (and was owned by you as) your 
where nl lawful King, which was indeed a. very proper Mean 
or ſetting up your Faction (for the doing of which, I con- 
cis, you ſtick at nothing how ugly or unlawful ſoever) but 
What which was ſo far contrary to all Religion, could not 
| La” © polhbly 
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poſſibly proceed from a true Zeal for the Proteſtant Reli- 


gion. And ſo I muſt ftill ſay, that if we had behaved as 9 ot « 


you did at that Time, I ſhould for ever after have been Meria, 
aſhamed to boaſt of our Zeal for the Proteſtant Religion. In 


And as the Epiſcopal Clergy did, (as I have ſaid). very |Wartic 


warnily and ftedfaftly pppoſe themſelves, in their Stations, ener 
unto Popery, ſo the Laity were not wanting in theirs to is or 
ſhew a due Regard for > 70 Religion: For at that Parlia- ple Sc 
ment, unto which the Earl of Murray was Commiſſioner, hey 
when all imaginable Arts were uſed to have brought the Wer Si 
ſeveral Members into a Compliance with the Deſigns of re no 
the Court, yet they could not obtain a Law for taking nd fc 
away the Penal Statutes, and when the Parliament was diſ- Wpepar; 


' ſolved, it was very refreſhing to ſee how general a Rejoic- pe ve 


ing there was among our People that the Court had met Thur 
with a Diſappointment; and how many of our Gentry ity o- 


(who in the Reigh of King Charles had not ſhewed much of {Witio: 


their Zeal for any Religion) did then begin to profeſs them. he A; 
ſelves zealous Proteſtants, and were reſolute not to com- rend 
ply with Popery, whereas your Miniſters at the ſame Time the mc 


were not aſhamed, not only to homolegate the King's arbi- that cz 


trary Power by their flattering Addreſs, (which I have cau- 
ſed to be printed at the End of this Pamphlet) but even to 
mock G OD alſo by their profound Hypocriſy, in giving 
Thanks to Him who had put ſuch „Tl in the King 
Heart. Whereas (as Mr. Sbeils told them in his fore-men- 
tioned Book) all the World knew that the Thing whic! 
was in the King's Heart, was to advance his own Religion, 
and by the ſame Means to ruin ours. And ſo groſs was 
their Complyance at that Time, that I think ſtrange how 
you can have the Forehead to accuſe our Prelates for their 


But 
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Addreſs to the Kiug, ſeeing your Minifters addreſſed himtrine 
with fuch Proteſtations of Loyalty, as I ſaid before. And Ihe Ch 


heard a Gentleman of very good Quality and ReputatioiWer wa 
(a little after the Revolution) ſay that he would undertakeWoſe up 
upon the Hazard of his Life to prove, that Mr. Kenne Rwful 
and Mr. Crichton (two leading Men among the Presbyteri-Mom a 
ans, who have been Moderators to two of their GeneralWhrift. 
Aſſemblies ſince the Revolution) had ſeveral Meetings with hoth he 


the Chancellor's Prieſts, and that for the Indulgence which Import 
Was granted them (together with the Papiſts) they offered ins. 


to perſwade their Party to concur with the Court for taking Momer 
away the Penal Laws. And to my certain Knowledge, af he exa 
ter the diſſolying of Mwrray's Parliament, the Papifis ſpared f 0 
| DR TDN Oe noffipeloy 


not openl / to ſay that perhaps they would get the Presby-⸗ 
en geriaus to do that which we had refuſet. | l 


ki N 3 
as 
l In the Next Place, You come to ſpeak of Schiſm from 
ery /Farticular Churches, and I confeſs the Truth of your firſt 
"ns, general Propoſition, viz. That al Separation from a Church 
to not Schiſan, I confeſs alſo that Perſons may make a ſim- 
lia - ple Separation even from a true Church, when they believe 
ner, hey cannot communicate with her, without partaking of 
the per Sins, But it is not a dae; Separation about which we 
; of re now debating, but only of ſetting up Altar againſt Altar, 
cing Wnd forming a Society. againft the Church, and that ſuch a 
dil-Peparation can never be made againft a true Church, may 
joic- pe very plain, becauſe (as I: ſaid before) ſo long as a 
met Thurch remains a true Church, ſhe ftill retains the Autho. 
ntry Fity of Jeſus Chriſt; and fo for any Perſons within her Juriſ- 
h of Hiction $0 ſet up againſt her, is certainly to rebel againft 
em- he Authority of Jeſys Chriſt committed to his Church, and 
om-jj8 rending aſundet his myſtick Body, which is truly one of 
lime the moſt heinous Crimes, and one of the greateſt Injuries 


- 


arbi- that can be dane to him 
cau- But you ſay, When any Thing is impoſed as a Condition 
n toffok Communion, which is againft Conſcience and unlawful, 
ving tho the Thing in Queſtion be not of great Moment) then it 
ing is no Sin to ſeparatè or abſtain from the Communion of any 
men- Thurch on Earth; and in that Caſe (you ſay) the Schiſme 
hichſis not to be faſtned an thoſe who ſeparate, but on thoſe wha 
gion, give the Caule, Ce. And if this ſhould be underſtopd of a fim- 
wasſple Separation, Iam not inclined to ſay much againſt itz but 
how f it be underftogd of ſuch a Separation as is in Debate betwixt 
their, (which makes a true Sehiſm) it is a ſtrange Kind of Do- 
himitrine which ſtrikes at the Root of all Unity and Order in 
und Ihe Church, For we may be ſure that factious Spirits will ne- 
ation Fer want ſuch Pretences, whereby they will be ready to im- 
rtakeoſe upon the Conſciences of weak Perſons, and if it ſhould be 
une ly wful fot them immediately u n ſuch Pretences to ſeparate 
teri- om and {ct up againſt the Church, I ſee not for what Uſe 
neral hriſt hath given any Authotity to her, or to what Purpoſe 
with goth he and his Apoſtles have ſo pathetically ſet forth the vaſt 
which Importance of thoſe Bonds of Union which are among Chrifti- 
ffered ns. Thoſe Conſciences which can for a Matter of no great 
aking Moment ſeparate from and ſet up againſt a true Church, are 
>, afſhe exact Tranſumpt of thoſe which our Saviour reproved 
paredh in the Phariſees, who were ready to ſtrain at a Guat, and 
noſſlmalom o Come}, yea and fo * 
q | 1 TM „„ pbreak⸗ 
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breaking the Union of 


| | rupting of ſome of its particular Doctrines. But you will 

ſay, what ſhall fuch Men do, whoſe Conſciences will not py ou 
| allow them to comply with ſome Conditions of Communion Forica 

N | required by the Church? Anſ. Moſt of thoſe Ser g 
'Þ Conſcience which Schiſmaticks have againſt the Conditions the le 
. of Communion preſcribed by the Church, are only occaſio- upon 1 
1 | ned by: the Byaſs of their own Hearts, and thoſe Prejudices ¶ſwer : 
| if which they have conceived againft them; and in that Caſe that ] 
3 | 74 are obliged to inform their Conſciences better. But us, ye 


Church ſhould require any Thing as a Condition (contr: 
of Communion, which is truly unlawful (which is hard to So th; 
think of a true Church) then it is the Duty of thoſe-who mer, 
cannot comply. with ſuch a Condition, to abſtain from that Queſt 
— Communion which cannot be had without it, and in the there 
mean Time to ſuffer patiently, being ready to give a paſſive, not ſe 
when they cannnot give an active Obedience to her Autho=« tion: 
Tity, but by no Means to divide from or ſet up againſt the WTime 
Church, which while it remains a Church, doth ftill retain Wa late 
Chriſt's Authority, againſt which whoſoever doth oppoſe ef Soc 
himſelf, and 3 Faction, doth oppoſe and ſet up againſt Chur 
Chrift himſelf, For as St. Cpriax faith (in that Paſſage plain 
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which I cited iu the End of my laſt Pamphlet) aliud altareW by it 
{ | confiitut, aut ſacerdotium novum fieri, prater unum altare, & ui ſhe d 
) aum ſacerdotium, non poteſt: quiſquis alibi collegerit, ſparg it, ¶ Erro 
&c. That is, Another Altar cannot be conſtituted, nor à new the re 
0 Przeſthood made, beſide that' one Altar and one Prieſthood ¶ rity: 
175 | whoſoever: gatbereth any where elſe, ſcaitereth. It is im- rors, 
1 Poſſible that two oppoſite Societies in the ſame Church can Neit 
Wi || both carry Chrift's Authority; but the firſt muſt ceaſe to be a pora! 
'S Church, and ſo loſe its Authority, betore that Society which the C 

* | is is ſet up againſt it can obtain it. | 9 


1 plant 
Vou come in the next Place to inquire on which Side Fitu 
the Schiſm in Scotland ſince theYear 1662 doth ly, and you tellſſſſemb 
me, that you think the Determination of this Point will very Ord 
much depend upon Hiſtory,” and the Knowledge of Matters Mr. 
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of Fat Mhich I grant to be true. But, as I told you in my of D 


laſt Pamphlety ir- is of no great Importance for the deter- fort! 
minin 1 95 Controverſy; to trace the Hiſtory farther _— 
back than the Lear 1662; for tho it were true that Scotland with 
Rad at firft received Presbytery with the Chriſtian Religion, can 
yet that could be nd warrantable Precedent for us againſt, Ord 
the whole Catholick Church, which was univerſally gover- bein 
hed by Biſhops or Prelates, But in Effect chat Monkith = Ihim 
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r- ble of the Culdees ruling ont Church, without Biſbo 


in kin the coming of Palladius, hath, been ſufficiently refuted 
ot y our late Writers. And as to Sir James Dalrymple's Hi. 
on Forical EolleFions, of which you boaft, all his Arguments upon 
of nat Head are ſufficiently anſwered and fully refuted, by 
ns the learned Author of a late Pamphlet, called, Remarks 
o- pon Sir James Dalrymple's Hiſtorical Collections, with an An- 
ces wer to the Eecleſiaſtical Part of them, And tho it were alld true 
aſe that Presbytery had come in with the Reformation among 
zut us, yet that could be no Obligation upon us to continue it, 
ion contrary to the uniyerſal Order of the Catholick Church. 
| to so that the Relevancy of this Pretence, as well as the for. 
who mer, depends intirely 885 the Determination of the main 
hat Queſtion. But truly this is alſo. a plain Falſhood ; for, as 
the 1 nere is nothing more evident, than that Presbytery was 
ive, not ſettled in this Church immediately after the Reformae 
tho“ tion: So, that there was no ſuch. Thing deſigned at that 
the Time by the King and Parliament, is abundantly ſhewed in 
tain ſa late Pamphlet, called, An Appeal of the Epiſcopal Oe 


poſe Wof Scotland 10 the Tors in Parliament. And that even the 
zinſt Church at that Time had no ſuch Thing in, her View, is 
ſſage plain from the Order which was at firſt ſettled in it, wheres 
are 


by it may ſutficiently appear to any e e Perſon, that 


Su- ſhe did not throw off Prelacy, with the feſt of the Popil 

27 9, Errors, (as you fay.] Neither is it true that Mr. Knox a 

; news the reſt of dur worthy Reforxmers ruled the Church in P. 

boot rity ; For unto thoſe Biſhops who renounced the Popiſh Ex- 
ime 


h can Neither is it true (which 45 ſay) that this is but a tem- 
> be 2 porary Expedient deſigned for the preſent Exigencies of 
hich the Church, which was to be laid afide when Minifters were 

b 3 *as appears from that which is called Mr. Knox's 


Side Liturgy (which was printed by Order of the General As- 
11 tell ſemby) where we have not only a particular Office for the 
| very Ordination of Superintendents, but we are alſo told, that 
atters Mr. Xzox in the firſt Head of his Sermon at the Ordination 
in my b 


of Mr. Spotiſmood, „ e of Lethian, did hold 
deter- forth the Neceſſity of the Office of e in the 


irther Church. It is true they ruled the Church in Conjunction 


otland, with the Presbyters, but not with equal Power; for there 
ligion, can be nothing more plain from the ſaid Office for their 
gainſt Ordination, than that the Superintendent was ſo far from 
gover- being only an itinerant Preacher (as you diſgracefully call 
ith * that he was conſtituted both chief and univerſal Pa- 
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tors, were added à certain Number, of Superintendents 


or 


F EN ä 
ffor to the Province: For the People of the whole Pro- Wt; 
vince (but eſpecially the Nobility and Gentry) being warn⸗ 
ed to be preſent, it is appointed that the following Que- 
ftions ſhould be asked at the whole Multitude, Ni ye not 
acknowledge this your Brother for the Miniſter of Chriſt Jeſus 3 Þ 
ge not reverence the Word of G 0 D proceeding from his | 
Mouth? Will ye not receive of bim the Sermon of Exhortation 
wth Patience, not refuſing the wholeſome Medicine of your i 
Souls although it be bitter and unpleaſant to the Fleſh? Will y 
not finally maintain and comfort, him in his Miniſtry, againſt | 
all ſuch” as wickedly would rebell againſt GO D and, his boly te 
Ordinances ? And the Nobility i Gentry were principal- 
y to be urged with. theſe Queſtions, . By all which it:doth 
ſyfficiently appear, that Superintendents were at firſt deſign- 
= J our Reformers, to be ſtanding Officers in the orig 

2 urch. 1 gh mt BD FA Rd JLLL e eee . 


uy * 


IIe is true that after Mr. Andrew Melvill came home from 
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„ 5 
eiii Army, which kept him cloſe Priſoner for a Time, and 
ro: then murthered him, the ſad Effects of which the Nations 
rn- re ſtill groaning under unto. this Day. And yet you have 
ne- he Forehead to ſay, that this abominable and rebellious 
not Meeting, was not only a lawful General Aſſembly, but that 
us 3 t kept within its own Sphere, and meddled with nothing 
his hut its own ſpiritual Work, whereas really it meddled with 
tion Mall the publick Buſineſs, and was the great Wheel upon which 
your all the rebellious and bloody Motions of the State were turn - 
1 2 ed. And the ſucceeding Aſſemblies preſumed, not only to 
int 
holy ter of railing an Army for delivering the King from his Im- 
pal- Mpriſonment. Yea ſo profound was their Hypocriſy, that after 
loth they had by a fair Profeſhon deceived the Nation, under 
ign- Pretence of carrying on the National Covenant, which was 
the originally deſigned againſt Popery; and the King to unde- 
keeive the Nation again had erder'd his Minifters to preſs 
rom the very ſame Covenant, in the ſame Words, by his. Autho- 
Irit, Wity, They threatned to excommunicate all who ſhould 
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> for take the King's Covenant (as they called it) and did actu- 
table ally perſecute ſeverals upon that Read. . 

o to- So that you have been Rebels and Uſurpers from the Be- 
s for Iginning. You had indeed ample Profeſſions of Loyalty to the 
\ tak-| 
nyo!- ſures: but when they began to croſs your Deſigns, then you 
hings Well immediately to your ſeditious and rebellious Practices 
by à gain, of which all our Kings from the Reformation to the 
very Nate Revolution have had ample and ſad Experience. And 
ad ſo ven Oliver Cromwell was ſo ſenſible of this, that he was no 
ſpiri- Mooner ſettled in his ProteRor's Chair, but he thought fic 
and Mimmediately to raiſe your General Aſſembly, and forbid 
ch by hem to preſiime to meet again under the Pain of Death, 
hich Mnd if Providence ſhould think fit to continue K. G. and 
r Act Jou together, until you ſkould get all your Enemies wholly - 
nued ubdued and extinguiſhed, (which I pray GOD forbid) E 
Fhich foubt not but you would be ready to ſerve him in the ſame 
ly de- 1 iſh. And whereas you ſay that Prelacy was abjured in the 
„and National Covenant, I tell you that there is no Truth in your 
; Ma- | Wſſertion, for it was only the Romi ſb Hierarchy which was ab- 
and fred; of which Prelacy was no Part, but a primitive Inſtitu- 
him. Fon, which (beyond all Reaſon of Doubt) obtained in the 
t that Ehurch ſeveral hundred Years before that Thing which we 
7 ſoon | All Popery had any Being in the World. And to grant 


until Wat Popery were as ancient az Prelacy, would certaialy be 
e En Bt 8 | : n 1 the 
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cenſure, but even to counter - act the Parliament in the Mat- 


Civil Powers, ſo long as they did wholly follow your Mea- 


WF 


And truly that upon which you inchne to lay the Streſs + " 
sf the Queftion about our Scott: ſh Schiſm, (viz, Who were \\W;/7 


of Neceſſity be laid upon you. For it is unqueftionable, d ke, 


ave their Authority derived to them from their Predeceſ- ou: 


you ſay upon both thoſe, tho I ſhall not be at the Pains of Huna 

lowing you in all your Excurfions, which would be 'bothFagd i 
tedious and fruitleſs to the Reader. T ee 
| | | The two Things whereof you accuſe, Muc 
us, are, 1. A borrid Defection (as you pretend) from our u 
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pro- Vows and Covenants, and from the ancient Principles of the 

arch of Scotland. 2. Our embracing of Eraſtianiſm, and ſei- 
treſs 1 ig up the King to be the Head of our Church, inſtead of Jeſus 
vere rt. As to the firſt Part of the Defection wherewith you 
Scor- ad us, I anſwer, That the Covenant was a moft unlaw. 
this 1 Oath, and ſo, tho our Predeceſſors ſinned in taking it, 
1 be- et they did not fin in breaking it. It is true, if a Man 
e ofpould take an Oath concerning the doing of a Thing, which 
h an were lawful for him to do, tho it were never ſo much 
mun gontracy to his Intereſt, yet it would be neceſſary for him 
able, ſo keep it, according to that of Pſal. 15, 4. Who ſweareth 


WhO 


nurch * atter and the Manner: And firft as to the Matter of it, it 
nakes as unlawful to abjure Prelacy, which was the Government 
is anyWctled by G OD in the Church in all Ages. And then it 
| withias alſo unlawful as to the Manner, being done not only 
exact ithout the Conſent of the King, (our political Father) 
1 an) gut alſo contrary to his expreſs Commands. And certainly 
_ willithe King hath not a more proper Power over his Subjects 
Error any Thing, than in publick Covenants and Combinations, 
Chri-WEpecially ſuch as were diametrically oppoſite to the ſtand- 
8 ig Laws of the Land: So that your Covenant was a moſt 
le the 
| muff du can never make it to amount to more but à Corruption 
decef- our Predeceſſor's Manners in that Particular, which 
rrupt-puld not unchurch them, and tranſlate their ſpiritual Au- 
Pority to you. For the Church of Sardis had but a few 
hings, Names in her that had kept their Garments clean, and tho 
of the r Angel had a Name that he was living, Jet he is ſaid to 
e out. dead, and nevertheleſs Chriſt in his Epiſtle to her ac- 
could owledgeth her fill for a true Church, Rev. 3. 1. 


e Vour But you think the Eccleſiaſtical Authority did remain 


„ and the ſounder (tho the leſſer) Part, as you ſuppoſe your 
which ves to have been: And here you rage and foam like the 
zins of hnatick in the Goſpel, running out into a deal of confuſed 
e bothFagd indigeſted Stuff, wherein it is hardly poſſible for me to 

ice you, tho were inclined to do it. I ſuppoſe the Sub- 
accuſe, Mnce of what you ſay may be comprehended in this, that 
om our u compare your ſelves to Moſes and Aaron, Joſhua and 
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nlawful and wicked Oath: But make of it what you will, 


E 18. J Ne j 
Caleb; and thoſe who embraced Epiſcopacy ts the wicked 7 
Iſraelites who rebelled againſt Moſes and Aaron. And you J 
inquire whether Mofes and Aaron, together with thoſe that 
adhered to them could be reckoned Schiſmaticks, becauſe 
they were few in Number: But truly, Sir, as the Compa- | 
riſon is very odious, ſo it is a ftrange Thing that you or 
any Man elſe ſhould allow your ſelves the Freedom to talk 
at ſuch a Rate. Moſes and Aaron had their Authority im- 
mediately from G O D, and confirmed unto them by moſt 
ſtupendous Miracles, ſo that tho there had not one Man 
adhered unto them, all thoſe who ſet up againft them be- 
hoved to have been wicked Rebels againft G O D's Au- 
thority immediately and miraculouſly conferred upon them, 
and indefeaſibly reſident in them. But I pray where was me 
there any peculiar Authority conferred upon you either n t! 
by GO D or Men? Or how could you pretend to any more , 
but your Share of the Eccleſiaſtical Authority, according 
to your Parity, which your Conftitution obliged you to cede 
to the greater Number? And it is unqueftionable that thoſe Pall 
who imbraced 3 were by far the greater Number, F oin 
even the great Body of the Church being near ſeven to three, Mea. 
It is true, if they had embraced any Thing that was in it ſeli laſp 
unlawful, you had no Reaſon to comply with them. But 
then (as I told you in my Anſwer to your Parochial Biſbopꝰ her 
Letter) all that you could do in that Caſe was only to de. Prob- 
clare your Diſſent, and then hold you quiet; for to go (eve feace 
in that Caſe) to ſet up à Faction againſt all the lawfut Au ou 
thority both of Church and Kingdom, was both a hatefulf&e D 
' Schiſm and Rebellion. | 5 i 
But, you ſay, we betrayed the Proteftant Religion, and 
rejected your Confeſſion of Faith, &c. Anſ. All this is hor 
rid and wicked Calumny, for (as J have ſhewed before) thi 
Proteſtant Religion did no ſooner appear, to be in Danger 
but we ſhewed our firm Reſolutions to adhere to it, and to 
oppoſe our ſelves (regularly in our Stations) to all Attempt Wcke 
which ſhould be made againft it; whereas you baſely be fall 
trayed it, and for the ſetting up of your Dagon joined wit Mate 
the Papiſts. And as to that which you ſay of our rejectin An 
your Confeſſion of Faith, I Anſ. That tho we rejected you Meier 
Confeſſion of Faith (which was framed in a Time of Rebellioſ oug 
both againſt the King and the Church) yet you cannot ſaf u, w 
that we ee the Proteſtant Confeſſion of Faith ; for w Milet, 
ſwore to adhere to the Confeſſion of Faith framed by our Re ## «ck 
 farmers' from Popery,” and which was the only legal. 1 * 
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2pprove both of the Government and Liturgy of the Church "Wor 
of England, which doth ſo retort the Charge upon you and gd 
your Party, that you will never be able to clear your {elves e! 
from its | | : EA $5: © It 
I come now in the next Place to conſider the Charge of ere 
Eraſtianiſm, which you ſet up againft us with all the Cla- ly: 
mour that is poſſible z3 but before I proceed any further, I Wor 
muſt firft deſire the. Reader to take Notice (ſeeing you will A. 
not do it) of that which I ſaid in my Anſwer 10 your Parochi- Weed 
al wx f Letter, concerning the deep Hypocriſy which you v. 
manifeſt in this Particular, while you raiſe ſo great a Ola- Han. 
mour againſt us for our ſuppoſed Eraſtianiſm, and pretend a 
that you cannot keep Communion with us upon that Account, M th 
and in the mean Time make no Objection of it againſt your the x 
Brethren in Holland (with whom you have always kept a Mice, 
good Correſpondence) notwithſtanding that their Govern- ¶ be 
ment far exceeds all that can be ſaid of ours upon that yer: 
Head. And now I think that I need not add much unto/}ot z 
what I ſaid in my forementioned Pamphlet for our Vin-Wlut 
dication in this Point, ſeeing what you ſay by Way of Re-ment 
ply to it, is little more than a Multitude of virulent Expreſ hu. 
ſions, and confident unwarranted Aſſertions. Only I muff ing 
touch a little upon your Miſrepreſentation of the Acts egal 
Parliament 1661 and 1662, together with the groundleigtt ha 
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Conſ-quence which you draw from them. And firſt as tnd 
the Acts themſelves, ' you ſay that the Parliament hic nd 
met 1661, expreſly declared the King's Eccleſiaſtical Sul hir 
premacy, and left it to him to ſettle any Government i Pepe 
the Church which he pleaſed, whereupon he emitted a ProMen! 
clamation for reftoring. Prelacy in this Church, and that h*Wre a 
did by vertue of his Royal Prerogative, without any E pl: 
cleſiaſtical Conſtitution. Where you do very confiderablWenc 
miſrepreſent the Act of 1661: For, whereas you ſay, tha er t 
the Parliament aſſerted the King's Supremacy, neither di i 
the Parliament at that Time aſſert any Thing of the Nine 
Supremacy, neither did his Majeſty pretend to any otheW 
but a civil Supremacy in Eccleſiaſtical Matters (as I tod 
you in my forementioned Pamphlet; ) but diſclaimed all othe 
which might incroach upon the intrinſick Power of th In 
Church, under his Hand, as his Royal Grandfather ha»Whic 
done before him: And in this Act the King only declart Wi 
(with Conſent of the Parliament) that he would make . 
his Care to ſettle the Government af the Church, and {©} 
cure it in ſuch a Frame as ſkould be muſt agreeable to th 
"= ; , . ; Work xc 


I muff ing; but when the Church is eftabliſhed by Law, with 
egal Privileges, the outward Government and Policy of 


e King dow as to the Concluſion which you draw from your falſe 
1y. othe&Fremiles, it is plain that it muſt fall together with them, 
as I tol znd conſequently that the Schiſm muſt return upon your 
all othe lves. 3 e e e eee 
r of the In the next Place I come to conſider the Subſtance of that 
her ha»Which you plead for your own Exculpationy which is either 
telative to your ſeparating Miniſters, or your Lay- men. And 
Arſt you plead in Favours of your Minifters, That they were 
awful Paſtors of this Church, and it is certain that after the 
+ Fear 1562, they.were nowiſe incapacitate-or diſabled from the 
8 erciſe of their Miniſtry by any Eceleſiaſtical Sentence; for no 
KS | urc 


woo ay > 


[ 2.2 ] 3 
Church Court preſumed ever to ſuſpend or depoſe them : Where) " 
fore ſeeing they were Miniſters of Chriſt, and under an indi- 
ſpemſable Obligation by his Word to preach the Goſpel, and ſoe - 
ing their Paſtoral Relation to their Flocks remained undiſſolved 
by any Eccleſiaſtical Power, and their Flocks ſtill adhered to them 
as their lawful Paſtors, and demanded the Adminifration of 
Ordinances from them, according to their Ordination Vows, 
they could not be anſwerable to the great Shepberd of the Sbeep 
who bad intruſted them to feed them, to negle&@ their Paltorall 
Work, &c. Anſ. It is not my Buſineſs to controvert whe-F 
ther they were lawful Paſtors, and 19 true that they were 
not depoſed by any Eccleſiaſtical Judicatory; but they did. 
in a Manner depoſe themſelves, by not waiting for the Exe. pea 
cution of the Law againſt them, relinquiſhing their Charges, N vw 
without any Force or Violence uſed againſt them,  and/h+ + 
therefore they could not reaſonably think, that after the f.) 
Church had filled their Places, they might re-aſſume their 574 
former Charges again te the Difturbance of the Church ; arty 
yea it was not reaſonable for them to think that they mighty 
return even to thoſe Places which were not planted, after} 
they had once ſubmitted to the Sentence of the Magiftratej; 
and thereby rendered them vacant, much leſs could it bg 
lawful for them to ſet up a Schiſm, and form a Party againi\Wz;zeeg 
the Church, which is a Matter of the greateſt Conſequence ſeeti. 
and a Crime of the deepeſt Dye, being no leſs than a rend we. 
ing aſunder the myſtick Body of Jeſus Chriſt, and tearing 
out the very Bowels of their Mother. I do not: plead than 
they were in Conſcience obliged to leave off preaching, u 
pon the ſimple Prohibition of the Magiſtrate, but I ſay, att 
ter they had once ſubmitted to the Sentence of the Magi 
ſtrate exauctorating them, it was not lawful for them to rei 
aſſume their Charges again, to the Diſturbance. of the 
Church. But, ſeeing there was no unlawful Conditions o 
Lay-communion required by the Church, it was neceſſar\pſe, | 
that they ſhould keep Chriftian Communion with her ir Mrtic 
that Capacity, even as a good Number of them did for Mfiied 
Time. r 2 : e i 4 c ea] 
But you ſay, There were unlawful Conditions of Lay · com 
anunion required, which by my own Confeſſion will exculpat Mrd 
them of the Schiſm, Cc. Anſ. I never ſaid that ſome un 


aw. 


lauful Conditions required for Lay-communion will warran Mt i 
a Scbiſm, 1 ſaid indeed that there were no unlawful Condi MA tl 
tions required of you, which made your Separation altoge ve. 


ther inexcuſable, and I am apt to think that if the Condi)? 


3 7 by L ; 23 . ] N 

"Hons of Communion be truly unlaw ful, it may excuſe a witH- 
"Wawing from that Communion, which cannot be obtained 
"Without thoſe Conditions: But if the Corruptions of the 


' ſee- urch be not ſuch, as ſhe doth no more remain a true 
ed urch; it can never he lawful to ſet up a Schiſm againſt 


r; for it is impoſſible that there can be two oppoſite Chur- 


on ej es. And in the preſent Caſe you haye no relevant Pre- 
owe nce to juſtify your Schiſm, ſeeing there was no unlawful 
Sheep, Mondition required of you. But you ſay, That the bearing 
_— & Prelatiſts was impoſed and required as a Tei and Sign 
whe-}# 


= their Approbation of the Eraſtian and Prelatical Go- 
wereWernment then eſtabliſhed, which was againſt their Conſci- 
ies to give, And for ſhewing the Truth of this, you 
Exe · Appeal to the Act of Parliament which enjoined Conformi- 
arges, , which you ſay is the firſt Act of Seſſ. 3. Parl. 1. of Cars II. 
and ut herein you are miſtaken, for it is the 24 Act of that 
r the geſſ.) which you ſay runs thus, His Majeſty doth expect from 
their his good and dutiful Subjects a due Acknowledgment of and 
urch. rty Complyance with bis Majeſty's Government Eccleſiaſtical, 
might ou ſhould have added Civil alſo, for ſo do the Words run) as 
after is now by Law eſtabliſhed in this Kingdom, and that in.order 
ftrateWereto, they will give their cheerful Concurrence and Aſſiſtance 
d it bo ſuch Miniffters as by publick Authority are or ſball be ad- 
againk\Wzried in their ſeveral Pariſhes, and attend all the ordinary 
juenc JV eetings for Divine Worſhip in the ſame. Now you ſay, It 
rend well known that they lookt upon Prelacy and, Eraſtianiſm, 
teariniW:ch was his ar a dr Government Ecdlefealica] then eſtabli- 


ad thaled by Law, to be ſinful, and contrary to their ſolemn Oaths 
ng u Covenants, &c, Now for Anſwer to this the Queſtion is 
ſay, ally t what the Presbyterians thought unlawful and ſinful, but 
> Magi\What was really ſo, and what upon good Grounds they could 
m to refWink ſo. I know that ſuch was the Knavery of the, Presby- 


of the rian Preachers, that for ſupporting of the Faction they 
tions o rz'd thoſe Things continually in the Ears of the poor Peo- 
eceſſar\ple, both by their ſeditious Sermons aud Pamphlets (and 
| her ur pa. ticvlarly I remember the Author of that peſtiferous Book, 
lid for Med, An Apologetical Relation of the Sufferings, &c, blots 
Aeal of Paper upon this Point) for which they have the 
Lay · com rater Account t6 make nnto G O D, for there is not a 
exculpat Mprd of Truth in what they ſay. _ „ 
ome un For Firſt, Prelacy is ſo far from being unlawful and ſinful, 
Mt it is the only Government which G0 D hath planted, 
i and the Apoſtles left behind them in the Church, and that 
n altoge*GHyerament which the King claimed with reſpect to the 
e Condi, b 8 hh | Church 
tion, | 


1 
+: 
* 
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| E 9 
Church was not Eraftian (as I have ſhewed before) being ly 
no other than what the good Kings of Fudah did exerce, ba 
and what the great Conſtantine, the firſt Chriſtian Empe- a 
ror claimed, and which was conceded to him by the firſt ge- e 
neral Council of Nice. And that the eftabliſhed Govern. 
ment of the Church was contrary to their Oaths and Co- 
venants, doth not at all prove it to be unlawful; for thoſę 
(as L have ſhewed before) were moſt unlawful Oaths, which 
it was a great Sin to take, but a Duty to break. ME 
But Secondly, How unlawful ſoever thoſe Things migh{WM<2! 
be, yet the Approbation of them was nowiſe required as Wot 
Condition of your Chriſtian Communion with us, for I ane 
ſure, the attending the pure Ordinances of GOP, in than 
Hands of Miniſters who were ſubje& to Prelates, could no B 
ſo much as with any Shew of Reaſon, be interpreted as anti 
Approbation of that Government. But you ſay, The King *! 
required this as a Tet and Sign of their Approbation of thai 2 
Eraſtian and Prelatick Government by Law eſtabliſhed, An 1 ch 
1. There is no ſuch Thing can be inferred from the Act A 
Parliament, for the Act only ſays, That the King expects a 
his good Sub jects will give a due e and hea 
ty Complyance with his Majeſty's Government, not only Eccleſia 


ftical but alſo Civil; and in order thereto, that they wil" 
attend the ordinary Meetings for Divine Worſhip ; but nue 
a Word of their doing it as a Sign or Teſt of any Thing uni 
The King indeed requires that as a Condition, witho In 
which they could not comply with his Government eith rn 
Civil or Eccleſiaſtick; but there is not ſo much as an Innue ior 


do that they were to do it under that Formality; and I mu 
ſay, that it is a ſtrangely debauched Conſcience which u 
ftart at ſuch a far fetched Reduplication, and in the me# 
Time will not ſcruple to run into one of the moſt heinof 
Sins that a Chriſtian can be guilty of, vi. the breaking 
the Union of the Church. | | Vt} 
But Thirdly, Though the King ſhould have required the 
to attend the ordinary Meetings for Divine Worſhip, undi 
that Formality and Reduplication, yet that could nee 
oblige them to do it after that Manner. No Magiſtrate in 
Earth can pretend to any Dominion over Mens Hea!WW 1 
and Souls; and therefore tho they may oblige them to m, 
outward Work, yet they can nowiſe oblige them to do 
under ſuch a Formality as they think fit, whether it be f 
ful or not: And therefore, if the material Duty be a Thi de 


2 


commanded by G0 (as it is in this Cafe) the Formai%$ 


' 


* 
bl 
54 
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1 
y under which it is enjoined, cannot excuſe the not Perfors 
ance of it. The outmoſt that can be ſaid in this Caſe, is 
mpe- hat the Performance of that Duty which is commanded by 
Je Magiſtrate under a ſinful Formality; may give Scan- 


0 * 
5 1 


rern. Il unto others, who not knowing my Heart, may believe 


4 Co. at I performed it under that Formality, but that is a Scan- 
those al only taken and not given; for all Men who ſee my A- 
which ions (ſeeing they know not my Heart) are obliged to put 
ee moſt charitable Conſtruction upon them that they will 
migh{W<ar-. And certainly no Man can with a good Conſcience 
d as hſtain from the Performance of any material Duty, what- 
ever Conſtruction others may put upon his Performance, 
in th r whatſoever they may believe the Formality of it to be. 
uld no But you ſay, That the Praftite of Laicks mam Tears ago, 
1 as al not fix the Charge of Schiſm upon the Presbyterian Miniſters 
be Kin this Age, abr wwarrarit People's withdrawing from them. 
: of 11> aſc” It is not only the Presbyterian Laicks which we blame 
In thisMatter,buthoth the Laicks and the Miniſters together, 
Act Mea chiefſy the Minifters who deluded and incited the Laicks 
pets Mtoe it, and whatſoever Meaſure of Time it may be ſince 
14 beat was done, it muſt ſtill render your Communion unla w- 
Eccleſia), ſo long as it ſtands upon that Foot; neither can any 
hey wiliE"&th of Time legitimate a Schiſm, but the longer it con- 
but neMues, till the worſe it is, and the more unlawful to com- 
- Thin{WWunicate with it. I Be. DATE 
wit hol In the next Place, you come to the ſettling of your Go- 
it eithrnment (by the then regnant Powers) at the late Revo- 
n Innuellition, and you plead the Advantage of the Laws then made 
1d 1 mu you, and ſo you return again to your old Cant of our 
hich v etended Defettion and Eraftian Form of Government: 
he mei it | anſwer briefly, That whatſoever Reafon we had to 
c heinofMmplain of your Behaviour at the Revolution, yet we lay 
caking WI the Foundation of your Schiſm there; which you had ſet 
long before, and which at the Revolution you only con- 
ired the ued to ſupport and confirm upon the ſame Foot, and 


N 


ip, undfich (as I told you in my forementioned Pamphlet) no hu- 


* * 


uld nene Laws could legitimate. We do not ſay that your 
zi ſtrate ing off our Prelates at the Revolution was the Ground 


ns Heaf our Schſm, for we know that you never acknowledged 
em to im, and this was only an Effect of the Continuance of 
1 to do Mer Scbiſm, which you had begun by a total caſting off, and 
it be i188 laring againft all Prelacy, whereby (as I told you) you 
be a Thi de your ſelves Schiſmaticks with reſpect to the Catho- 
Forma HK Church, But I muſt * you, that the Reaſon you 

FN ON D. Cs $i16 
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terians Schiſmaticks for 2 off the Biſhops in the Tear 1690, | 
e 


| how it ſhould come in your Head to think that I ſhould date 


moſt the whole Body of the Church was either deluded of 


12 


l E 26 1 
ive for the caſting off our Prelates is falſe and malicious, We 
vize that gs Pg only the Deputies of the State, and had WF 0 
no Church Right for their Power: For it is very plain Au 
cal Power conferred upon them by lawful and canonical Or- 4 1 
eonveyed down to them from the Apoſtles, which you can - 

not truly ſay of your Party. 


i® Ic r 
that they were Church Officers, who had their Eccleviafti- 
dination, from Perſons who had the ſame Power regularly Ah 

But you ſay, you would fain know why 1 make the Presby- 


more than for doing it in the Near 1638. Anſ. I think firangel 
your Schiſm from the Year 1690, ſeeing I have fo plainly told; 
you, that I incline to fix the Date of it at your ſetting up 
Altar againſt Altar, after the Reftoration of King Charles 
I told you that I efteemed the Presby terians in the Yeark 


1538 and downwards to be Schiſmaticks from the Catholic he 
Church, but I did not incline to derive the Date of oui wi 
Scontiſh Schiſm from that Period, becauſe at that Time alygp, -, 


compelled to enter into the Schiſm, and. ſol thought fit toleav 
that Point to the Decifion of the main Queſtion. And yo 
are miſtaken when you think that it ſhould be dangerous fol 
me to ſay they were Schiſmaticks at that Time, left it migh 
invalidate the Ordination of the late Epiſcopal Miniftey 
who received their Ordination from them: For if Presbi 
terian Ordination be valid in it ſelf (abſtracting from th 
SFchiſm) then the returning of the late Epiſcopal Miniſtet 
into the Body of the Church, and renouncing the Schiſin bl 
embracing Epiſcopacy again, did confirm their OrdinationW 
but whether their Ordination (being certainly uncanonica&;: 
was in itſelf valid or not, is a Controverſy which I do n 
Incline to enter into, ſeeing you are certainly Sch:ſamatil 
Whether it be ſo or not. of 9 pr. 
But further, you labour to vindicate your Parl 
from all Iniquity, in framing the Model of your Gt 
vernment, as you ſet it up at the Revolution (whit C 
all the Wit of your Party will never be able to dere 
and in order thereto you bring an Objection (as r 
pretend) from me, as if I had ſaid, The Presbyte ria 
in 1638 did not exclude their Brethren in the Miniſtry fron iim 
Share in the Government of the Church, as was done by you yo 
the Tear 1690. But, Sir, you did not find theſe Words in gre 
ny Part of my Pamphlets, neither did I make any ſuch Cary As m 
| > | | | pariß 


E 


ious, . . 0 1 - 
na Priſon, and therefore I ſhall take no Notice of your firft An? 
plain 38 er to that pretended Objection, but I did indeed blame 
> hi. ur Conduct in that Model of your Government which 
= u eftabliſhed in the Year 1690, (tho I neither complained 
Pit as injurious to thoſe of true Epiſcopal Principles, nor 
u can entioned it as any Ground of our refuſing your Communi- 
. as you fondly imagine. I told you indeed that you there- 
made it impoſſible for any honeſt Man who had been of 


resby- f 

: p ba 8 Epiſcopal Communion (whatſoever his Principles were) 
range join with you. And I told you alſo, That the Model of 
deer Government was not only contrary to Presbyterian 


Wrinciples, but that it was likewife a moſt unaccoun 
ly tolocce of Tyranny, to treat after that Manner thoſe, Tho, by 
harlerd ſame Laws which eftabliſhed your Government, were 
| Veal acknowledged as Presbyters of this National Church. 
tholich Alps ſay, Seeing the King and Parliament thought fit 10 
of ou pol: fh Prelacy and Eraſtianiſm, and reſtore the ancient Go. 
. —_— and Conſtitution of this Church, was it not juſt and 
ed of 4 onable to intruſt it into the Hands of Presbyterian Miniſters, 
toleavi, not to commit it io Men of Prelatical and Eraſtian Prin- 
ind ye es, who would ſoon. have overturn'd and deſtroyed it. But, 
ous fol”? 2 I never doubted but your carnal Policy would prompt 
it migh Þu to any Thing of that Kind, ſo I would gladly know 
knife w Parity Men, ſuch as you are, could treat thoſe who by 
Prod; nn Laws were ftill acknowledged as Presbyters of this 
Sb; 3 Church, after ſuch a Manner? Or, How you 
Ainiſte uld law fully deprive them of their juſt Right, which was 
bin eparable from their Office, and uſurp to your ſelves ſuch 
Tas | unwarrantable Power over them? But you ſay, The 
NES A thought fit to aboliſh Prelacy and Eraſtianiſm, &c, And I 
lieve that it was indeed his Deſign to aboliſh Prelacy, but 


Ido m . 7 * 

5 "FF my certain Knowledge (if we might believe the Preſid 

i | ; en 

D 9 the Council of England) it was Not his Deſign to aboſiln 

r par t which you call Eraftianiſm, or to quit any Part of the 

* ci oa of the Crown in Eccleſiaftical Matters: For 

n (hi 8 aid noble Perſon told us) he was very angry with 
Commiſſioner for paſſing any Act in Prejudice of his 


Nc ; . 
pal p rogative for which he had no Inſtructions. And when 
aer apt a Memorial delivered to the Marquis of Car mar- 
0 fron 815 was __ Prefident of the Council of Eng land) 
5 you Wl George Mackenzie, ſhewivg, That by the Act where- 
you pretend Eraftianiſm was aboliſhed, there was no 


ords in hre taken away, b 
h Cori y, but the Stretch of the Supremacy which 
uch Cos made by the Explanation of it in the Year 1885 And 
W 


pare 


— 


that the old Prerogative eſtabliſhed in the Perſon of King g 
James VI. and his Succeſſors was {till remaining untouched to 
(which Memorial my Collegue and I received from the Mir 
Hands of Sir George Mackenzie, and delivered it to the 
ſaid Marquis of Carmarthen, and of which I have a Double 
fill lying by me) he ſaid to my Hearing, that King William ch 
would be very well pleaſed to know ſo much. And then as 
to what you {ay more in that Paragraph, concerning the 


: 
Wn 


N | Male-treatment you met with from us, and your Moderation pi 
11 towards us, it is ſe full of Falſhood, and hath been ſo often pi 
0 N PI redargued already, that it is not worth my Pains to inſiſi / 
? : 1 upon C. | | | > 2 Bu 
1 5 But you ſay, 1s it not ſtrange 10 bear me plead for our Cler ucc 

I 0 f £y's being intruſted with the Government of the Presbyterian 'C zu 
Fans Church, when they were not ſo much as allowed 10 govern tbeiſ At 
5 . own Pre laticul Church, &c. | : 5 Co 
18 Unto which I reply, that T never pleaded for our Clerc al 
Jl Fares . 

1 \ gy's being intruſted with the Government of the Presbyteright 


an Church, aitho I did very juftly blame you who were Pariſff 

5 ty men, for uſurping an unjuſt Dominion over PresbyterWave 

f Which was plainly contrary to your own Principles. An 7 
whereas you ſay that we were not intruſted with the Give 

US | vernment of our own Prelatical Church, I anſwer, Tha 
1 _ we were intruſted with as much of the Government of ou 


| | ' ownChurchas was competent to our inferior Stations: Ouleſu 
, Biſhops had indeed a negative Voice in our Synods, bi ſo 
1 there was no more due to them by our Conſtitution, an F iefl 
3 ſo much was neceſſary for preſerving of Order in t Myrt 
1 3 5 Fi, 
ö i x But you have yet one Argument which you think to a 
6 demonſtratiye and ad baminem againſt us, or at leaſt again : o- 
1 me, which is as follows, you ſay, I grant there was no Schilind | 


in this Church before the Tear 1662, and conſequently the Min ve, 
| fers who governed this Church before that Year, were neitlcy 

1 Schiſmaticks nor Uſurpers; now you think the Queſtion ee 

q Whether our Miniſters or yours be the rightful Succeſſors of ibi ni 
ancient lawful Miniſters, &c. And ſo {uppoſing that yolMe, 

preſent Presbyterians are certainly the only lawful SuccyMe 1 

ſors of thoſe MiniRters, you conclude with a great deal on 

Oftentation that we, and not you, are guilty of the Schi ou 

. But ſoft and fair, Sir, your Confidence in this Argument is Mity 
N | vain and groundleſs as in any of the former, and the Anſ u ſ. 
is very plain from what I have ſaid before, For tho I dis: 

not fix the Date gt your Feb{7y to any Time before your fn 
WEL. Yo ma +, 
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TR : 3 8 up Altar againſt Altar in the Reign of K. C. II. yet 


-hed told you that your Party from the Year 1638 and down- 
the Ws rds, were Sehiſmaticks from the Catholick Church, and the 
the eat Body of the Church (which we repreſent) became only 
zuble eful Minifters upon their returning again to the Boſom 
am che Catholick Church, by their imbracing of Epiſcopacy : 
en as Hut be that as it will, zwe are certainly the rightful Succeſ- 
g the rs of the Church which was in being in the Year 662, 
ation plainly repreſenting the great Body of it which imbraced 
often piſcopacy: And as your 300 Minifters who made the 


bien, can never with any ſhew of Reaſon be reckoned the 
urch, (as I have ſhewed before: )-ſo you, who are their 
» ClerWMuccefſors, can never be eſteemed the Repreſentatives of the 
yteriang urch, but of the Schiſon, | : 

n thei: hs And now, from what I have ſaid, I think that I may draw 
Concluſion quite contrary to yours, and ſay, That it may 
- ClerW& abundantly evident to every unbyaſſed Reader, that 
byteriffſÞÞur pretended Church are Schiſmaticks, and Ufurpers of 


in{1 


e Pariffhe Government of this National Church, unto which they 
byter ve no more Eccleſiaſtick Right than the Donarifts kad in 
s. AnWfrick, unto whom you are indeed very like in all Things; 
the Give only that the Donatiſts kept ftill the Policy of the Ca- 
r, T naWolick Church, and were ruled by Biſhops ; ) and therefore 
t of ou muſt ſay, that it is no ſmall Piece of Confidence in you to 
as: OuWeſume to affix the Marks of the Donatiſts upon us, which 
ds, bi ſo exactly agree to your ſelves: And therefore I ſhall 
on,  aniefly conſider what you ſay upon that Head, and fairly re- 
- in rt your Donatiſtick Characters upon you. 5 


Firſt then you ſay, The Donatiſts reviled and reproached 
ir Brethren the Catholicks, with odious Names and Denomi- 
ſt again ons, becauſe of their Difference from them in leſſer Things. 
20 Schi nd I need not nere ſet down what baſe Names your Party 
the Min ve, from the Beginning of their Schiſm,given to us whom 
xe neithlfley call Curates. | f by, a 

ueſtion W$5ccondly, You ſay, The Donatifts ſeparated from abe Com- 
rs of tho nion of the Catholicks, in which they had conStantly lived be- 
that youre, without any juſt Cauſe or relevant Ground, And I am 
ul SuccilWe there was never a Schiſm made in the Church of Chriſt 
at deal on leſs relevant Grounds than yours hath been; the very 
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he Schiſi ound of which being that, which was efteemed a neceſſary 
1ment is ty by the Catholick Church of all Ages. And whereas 
he AnſwWJﬀ ſay,thas we lived inCommunion with you until theTear 1703, 
r tho I dis a flat, barefac'd and notorious Untruth; and I cannot 
e your {) , ll gueſs what you mean ” it: Neither is it true that — 
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Fathers lived in Communion with you for above 140 Years, 9 | 
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t! 
(as you affirm;) for it was rather you that kept Commu- ch 
nion with us untill the Year 1638, and there was no different res 
Communion ſet up in this Church, until you did it, by form. 
ing a Faction againſt the Church after the Year 1662; andi 
that very Thing makes you Schiſmaticks, and renders your 7 
Communion unlawful. | | © 
Thirdly, You ſay, The Donatiſts were very raſh in judging 
their Brethrens Hearts and ſpiritual Condition, cenſuring the 
Principles and Ends of their religious Actions, and charging all 
with Hypocriſie who differed from them; and ſo you labour toff 
aſſimilate us unto them in that Point, charging my ſelf par 
ticularly. to be guilty of judging the Secrets of your Hearts 
which belongs only to God; which, if true, were certain 
a very great Fault, that, (as you tell me,) I had Reaſon 10 fl 
repent of: But, as I know Charity thinketh no Evil, ſo WF 
appeal to all indifferent Perſons who have converſed wit he 
me, whether they have known me for a raſh Judger, eitheſſ If. 
of Men's Hearts or ſecret Actions: But when Men's over" 1 
Actions do demonftratively ſhew forth the Unagreeableneii 
of their Hearts to their Profeſſion, it can be no Fault . 
judge them to be Hypocrites; yea, and even to let th 
World know ſo much, leſt they be enſnared by the SpecioulgF2ar 
neſs of their Pretences. But on the other Hand, it is plai_gh 


that the Donatifs were never more guilty of raſh Judgmen Li 
with reſpe& to the Catholicks, than you have been with ry 
' ſpe& to us: For it was the conftant Cant of your Preache fig 
not only to damn the Curates, but even all who hear'd then e be 
to the loweſt Hell, which was the very Thing whereby they uſe 
frighted the poor . ignorant People ſrom coming to one 
Churches: And we found to our ſad Experience, that mau in. 
of the People which kept your Conventicles, who har ab 


learned nothing of the true Chriſtian and Apoſtolick Cree 
yet had learned this Part of your Creed very exactly. 
" Fourthly, You ſay the Donatifts were raſh in paſſing S 
tence upon Mens eternal State, and limited all the true Chun '0 
10 their own Party, &c. which, you ſay, 7s applicable to us _ hlita 
reſpe@ to you. And you ſay, That the Catholicks for Peace ſabe 
were content to yield to the Donatifts that their Biſhops ſho re 
be accounted true Biſhops ; but the Donatifts were not ſo guet 
natured as to own the Catholick Biſhops as ſuch. And you hai © 
the Confidence to apply this to us, tho you have no BiſhoK 
at all; But it is plain the whole Character is very app 


cable to your Party, who (as J ha ve ſhowed in my Anſv? 1 
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1 . 
ears, the Paroch. Biſhop's Letter, Pag. 13, 14, 15.) ſet up upon 
nmu - Ich Principles as are contrary to all the World, even the 
-rent{Mesbyterian Churches abroad not excepted. Y 
form. Lſibh, You ſay, The Donatiſts were malicious againlt the 
and tholicks, and did violently perſecute them, whenever it was 
your therr Power; yea, joined with the Vandals for that End: 

Wt when the Catholicks at any Time proceeded to cenſure any 
dg ing therr Number, or applied to the Civil Powers for putting ſome 
g they ther, who were moſt turbulent, out of their Charges, they 
ing allied out of Perſecution, and made it a Ground of Separation 
our teen them. And ſo you leave the Reader to apply this Cha- 
If par der as he ſees Cauſe, Now it is not worth my while to 
leart;JMquire whether this Character doth exactly anſwer the Do. 
rtaini its Caſe ; but, as I am content to leave it to every un- 
on ta aſſed Reader (who knows the Hiſtory of your Set from 
il, ſo the Beginning, ) to apply it as he ſees Cauſe, ſo I am aſto- 
1 witiWhed to ſee you ſo blinded with Prejudice and inordinate 

eitheflf- love, as not to diſcern the exact Portraiture of your 
s Ooveren Party in this Character. Your Malice againſt us hath 
äblene en ſuch, that nothing out of Hell could exceed it; which 
72ult tMade you join with the Papiſts againſt us in the Reign of the 
let the K. J. Your Cruelty was ſuch in the Time of your Cos 
peciouffnanted Rebellion againft K. C. I. when you had Power, 
is plaiſſhat no Man could diſſent from you under the Hazard of 
dgmen Life and Eftate; For a conſiderable Time (while you 
with ret with any Oppoſition in carrying on your rebellious 
eacherE118ns) you did almoft continually ſtain the Scaffolds with 
24 then beft Blood in the Kingdom, for no other Crime but be- 
eby thel uſe the Perſons whom you murdered, had ſerved their 
to oiling (whom at the ſame Time you owned for yours alſo ) 
dat mau ainſt you; and your good Churchmen had a very conſi- 
who hal rable Hind in their Blood. Neither was it only thoſe 
k Cree o were military Men, and were taken with their Sword 
Hy. their Hand, who were thus inhumanely treated, but even 


* 


thoſe who ſerved the King faithfully in any Capacity: 
17 Sen Mt y 2 U LY ny dpacity 

Ds "i fo was the excellent Sir Robert Spottiſwood ( who was Rig 

2 willitary Man, but only a Man of the Law and Preſident 


1 


P eace fa Seſſion) treated, who died upon a Scaffold at St. 


0ps pon re we, being condemned by one of your pretended Par- 
or ſo gu ents which ſat there. And after the ſame Manner was 


you ma of my Father's Brothers treated, who was called George 
10 Biſho' U, (and by a Miſtake in Biſhop Guthrie*'s Memoirs called 
ery app e Small) who being one of the King's menial Servants, 

Anſw&Y being (ent by his Majefty with Letters to the Marquis 
1 Ans r 
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of Montroſe in the Highlands, was in his return taken at & 
pbi uſton, and carried into Edinburgh to the Committee oi 
Eftates, (as it was called) who did immediately paſs the 
Sentence of Death upon him, and hanged. him at the Croll 
upon the very next Day following. And ſuch was thei 
Cruelty at that Time, that (by the Summarineſs of the Exe 
cutions) they did as much as was in their Power to deffroy 
both Soul and Body together: For, not to mention the hor 
rid and barbarous Maſſacre of the Iriſb Souldiers,who yield: 
ed themſelves in a Body upon Quarter at Philiphaugh, ( fo 
which one of your zealous Chnich-men. was blamed by Si 
David Leſlie”) I remember a ſtrange Inſtance of it in 
young Gentlemen of about Nineteen Years of Age, called 
Alexander Ogilvy, eldeſt Son to the Laird of Inng rear: oo up 
who being taken in his Flight from Fbiliphaugb, was carrie 8 
to Glaſgow, where the Sentence of Death was pronouncedq = 
againft bim, and his Friends going to the Marquis of Argh. 
gle, (who then ruled all) and intreating earneſtly that hig | 
xecution might be delayed two or three Days, that they . 
might prepare him fer Death, by inſtructing him in th. { 1 
Principles of the Chriſtian Religion, ( becauſe he was an ii by 
gnorant Youth, whozhad fled from the School to the Camp, 
the ſaid Marquis bade them inſtruct him well againſt one of 
the Clock in the Afternoon, for there could be no mor. 
Time allowed him. Again, in the Reign of K, C. II. afte 
your Declaration of Sangubar, you murdered not only t 
K's Sonldiers in cold Blood; as you could find Occaſion, b 
even Miniſters who were living peaceably; And fince ti 
late Revolution, tho you found it not convenient to ſhe 
dur Blood, yet yon have perſecuted us ſo as the like was nt 
ver heard of in any Chriſtian Country, except among yo 
Maſters of the Church of Rome: For you have not only p 
judicial Sentences, without either Juſtice or Mercy, agai 
all whom your Power could reach, but the Rabble, whom 
hounded out againft our Brethren in the Weſt and Sou 
Countries, committed ſuch Acts of Barbarity upon the 
as it is not eaſy to exprefs. And yet you have the Forehe 
to accuſe us of being like the Donatifts in that Particuli 
whereas your Party is the very Tranſumpt of the Donati 
and their Circumcellians in that Point, as we have them to 
preſented by Optat. Mi jevit, whom you may find cited to ti 
Purpoſe by the reverend and learned Mr. Sage in his ſecot 
Letter to Mr. George Meldrum, Pag. 57. " up 
But you ſay, Wyile we bad Power we perſecuted the Pre 
| | £61148 -— 
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an, to Death. Anſ. There were none ſo perſecuted, but 
1 b. #9 oſe who were either in open Rebellion againſt tue K. or 

""hoſ.: wiv publiſhed and adhered to that moſt rebellious De. 

Waration of Sanqubar, which was worſe than beirg taken 

© a ſimple Rebellion, and a Thing that no Goverj\ment on 


x * Farth (how gentle ſoever) could ſuffer: And tho jour Bre- 
oh ren in Holland were very ready both to encourage you in 

C 1014 boſe Practices, and to raiſe the Cry of Perſecution with yo 

Ne „re know that if any of their Subjects had behaved them- 

de 81 Ives ſo towards their State, they could by no Means have 

11 in ea ped the Gallows; and if any Party of Men had after 


oy ol Manner ſet up againft their Government, they would 
| ©* , ave ſwept them away from the Face of the Earth. But 
whatſoever that Perſecution againſt your Brethren was, it 


rcarit) \ 
carrie 234.5 2 . e 2 
Ws the King's Minifters of State and his Souldiers who 


01 re the Authors and Actors of it, and the Church- men 
eſs nil d no Hand in it. The Laws did indeed ordain the Mi- 
wr che ters of the Church tò give up a Lift of the Diſſenters in 


in thi heir ſeveral Pariſhes, (which was no great Token of their 


Vas an! 
Camp, 
| one 0 


Wor wardneſs in the Perſecution ) but there were not many 
ho obeyed it. I knew ſome Weſt- country Miniſters, who 

Read of perſecuting their diſſenting Pariſhioners,did cares 

Wly skreen them from the Government. And there is yet 


” mw ting a very good honeft Man of my Acquaintance, wha 

15 Ja me, that he kept one of his Pariſhioners and hid him in 
N > own Houſe from the Souldiers, who were ſeeking to 
I 


ve taken him, and ſo ſaved. him from the Gallows. And 
t the ungratetul Wretch was one of the Ringleaders of the 
zbble who did caft him out of his own Houſe, together with 
Wife and Children, expoſing them to the Injury of the 
2ather, in a cold Winter Night, and would not allow 
ſo much as one of his own Feather Beds,to lay ſome of 
ſick Children upon, in the Shelter of a Wall, until the 
whom Wwning of the Day, ſo that one of them did actually die by 
and SOUB.afon of the Cold: All which was more like Turks than 
pon theWriftians, Add I think it may be very eaſy to judge whe- 
my er it was Faction, or Religion, that prompted the Actors 
"to it. 3 | 
Donati But you ſay, All the Trouble we meet with 5 for ſeditious 
'e them Waiſes, which is palpably falſe; for notwithſtanding all 
ted to US Trouble we have met with fince the Revolution, there 
his {eco Ws never any Thing likeſeditious Practices, which could (e- 
in your own Senſe) be charged againſt us, before the late 
| the Preigurrection madeby the Earl of Mar; And how ſeditious 
26714 e . e 
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ſoever you may jaterpret thoſe Practices to have been, fot 
which we ha ve ſuffered ſince that Time, your PerſecutionsW 
of us, pretended to be upon that Account, have been molt 
illegal and ynagreeable to the Character which you pretend 
to. And whereas you ſay, That you did not meddle with 
| our Conſciences, nor trouble us for our Principles, or for not at- 
Sending the Ordinances of the eſtabliſbed Church; it is alſo 
plainly falſe; For moſt of all the Troubles which our Bre 
thren of the Miniftry have met with, hath been upon than 
Account of our Principles. And that our Laicks have no 

met with more Trouble from you, for not attending you 
Ordinances, was not your Fault; for as you had never an 


legal Power to compell them to keep your Ordinances, W 
4 | Mar Fou had any Kind of Voges to do ii 
was during the Confuſions which enſued $1 the breaking 
i K. g. his Aru 

from the North; and then you made pretty good Uſe ol 
your Time, threatning to dragoon all who would not atten 


the only Time t 
up of Mars Army, and the returning o 
your 7 9 7 55 
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Reader to judge, whether your Denatiſtick Characters I 
more applicable to us, or you. And as to the other two Chi 


aters, which you profeſs only to name, and leave to t| 
udicious and conſcientious Readers, who know both Pa 
ties, to make the Application, I am is ready to leave t 
Application to them as you are, and ſo it is not worth 
Pains to enter upon any particular Conſideration of them, 
I come now to the ſecond Head of your Apology, conce 
Ing the Conduct of the Presbyteries of Angus and in 
North, toward the Prelatical Clergy, containing a rete 
ed Vindication of thoſe Presbyteries. And for redargui 
of what you ſay upon that Head, I ſhall reter you to al 
Pamphlet, called; The Appeal of the Epiſcopal Clergy to 
Lords in Parliament, where you will find your unaccou 
able illegal Oppreſſions of us proyed to a Demonſtratic 
Oaly becauſe you take ſo much Pains to defame me, 2 
that particularly in a Matter concerning the Governme 
wherein you know that I cannot take 41 Freedom to. 
ſwer you, which alſo being good for nothing but the ve 
ing of your Malice, hy endeavouring to affix a Mark of [ 
grace upon me, (wheteby you ſhow'your ſelf to be a genu 
' Diſciple of him who is the grand Accuſer of the Brethren 
muſt ſay ſomething in my own Defence. I ſee you have bt 
at no {mall Pains, to inform your ſelf very particularly q; 
** — . 8 » 4 . 'J WF 5 Ceri } 


now, I think it may be very eaſy for the imparti 
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1 erning my Converſation, (and much more than was cons 
off Wiftent with the Meaſures of any good Man's Duty to doz) 
end you ſhould have well conſidered, that any Perfon who 


Jas ſo malicious as to give you ſuch particular Information 
Joncerning me, would not much [cruple to give you ſome- 
Ping of it falſe allo. You accuſe me of groſs Diſſimulation 
ad perfidiouſneſs with reſpe& to the Government, and if 
Pu had the leaſt Shadow of accuſing me upon any other 


with 
t at- 
alſo 


: 5 Wead, there is no Reaſon to doubt but =_ would have been 
youll ready to do it. But I defy the grand Acculer; and all 
er An ms. Underlings. - 


ze groſs Diſimulation and Perfidiouſneſs whereof you 
Ncuſe me, is much more like your own Party, and perhapt 
Wore agreeable to your ſelf, than to me. I always hated Diſe 
Emulation; and as for Perfidiouſneſs, G O D knows that 
my Heart deceive me not) I would not redeem my Life, 
being guilty of it. You accuſed me much after the ſanie 
anner in your former Pamphlet, and I told you that I 
d been guilty of no Juggling, and if either you or any Body 
e would be pleaſed to talk with me, I would ſhow you thae 
Won the contrary, I had been always both conffint to my 
\inciples and the Meaſures of my Duty. Now; if you had 

dy Thing of Chriftian Charity to my Perſon, which (I 
ank G OD) [I have to the Perſons of all Men, the worſt 
mine Enemies (and even thoſe of your Party not except» 


_ ) this might have ſatisfied you; but your Malice prompt- 
once you to a mare particular defaming of me, and fo you 
4 in Ne told the World, That it ſeems ] baue ſo fremed my po- 


ck Principles, as they may not upon any Occurrent diſturb 

e and Quiet. But as this is very uncharitable, ſo it 
y appear plainly to be falſe, from the whole Tenor of my 
nverſation finee. the late Revolution: For if my Prin- 


; les had been ſuch, why ſhould I have refuſed (when the 
rage of O. fir ſt mounted the Throne) to ha ve read the diſclaims 
ip Proclamation, which was E N under the higheſt 
a ns, and the very Thing for which moſt of my Brethren 
_ tolle deprived by the Privy Council; and it was only the 


vantage of my Circumſtances (that there was no Body 
y Pariſh to accuſe me) that I was not deprived among 
reſt. Or why ſhould I have reſuſed to take the Oaths 
K. V. when it was declared by the Act enjoining them, 
t the Recufancy ſhould make dur Churches ipſo facto to 
vacant ? Or why ſhould I have refuſed to take the A's 
tion in the end of Q, W * Reign, when it was _ 


_ —— 
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ed not only under the Penalty of Deprivation, but alſo under 
the Penalty of coo J. Sterl. together with all thoſe other 
Diſabilities which the Law impoſes upon Popiſh Recuſanrs i 
And finally, why ſhould 1 not have taken the Oaths to K. G. 
Which was the only Thing could have given me any Mea- 
ſure of Security? I am ſure that ſuch a dangerous recu 
fancy in all theſe Periods,was a Demonftratior, that I had no 
framed my polituck Principles ſo, as they might not upon an 
Even diſturb m) Eaſe and Quiet. : 
But you deſire to know my. Principles. Anſ. In my for 
mer Pamphlet I fairly invited you to come and talk with me, 
and I ſhould let you know what they were, which you ma 
be aſſured 1 would not have done, if I had thought fit to puſs 
bliſh them to the World in Print. I told you that I han 
always lived peaceably, with refpe& to every Government 
under which G OD had caft my Lot, and | tell you nou 
that my Principles do not lead me to difturb any peaceabi 
Government, under whoſe Protection I live; and ſo it ii 
a Calumny to ſay, that I laboured any Manner of Way tl 
diſturb the Peace even of K. G's Government. I thoug 
it always not only lawful but dutiful to pray for any Prin 
who was in full Poſſeſſion of the Throne, under whoſe Pi 
tection 1 lived, whatſoever his Title to the Crown mig 
be, which I judged agreeable to the Apoſtle's Precept, 
Im. II. i, 24 but then I thought that ſuch Prayers ou 
only to be accommodated to the end propoſed by the A potti 
vix. That GOD would ſo ſway their Hearts, and direct the 
ounſels, as we might live à peaceable Life under them in 
Godlineſs and bonefty.. | 
But you ſay, prayed for K. G. ſometimes as my lawful 4 
wereign, and then a little after I prayed for the Pretender, v hi 
you judge to be Perfidiouſneſs. An. if this be Pe: fidiou 
neſs, then it is im poſſible to clear your own Party from av. 
treme Perfidioufne's, ſeeing they not only prayed for t 
late K. J. as their lawful Sovereign, but 2166 made ſole 
Proteſtations of thegreateft Loyalty unto him; and yet 
a little Time after betrayed him, cleaved to K. W. pray 
for him again as their only lawful Sovereign, and curſed 
J. whom they had before prayed for as their lawful So 
reign, which indeed was extreme Perfidiouſneſs. But as 
me, that which you alledge againſt me, is only baſe and i 
ticious Calumny ; and if ever | have prayed for K. G. as 
lawful Sovereign, and then for the Pretender, (as you e 


kim) I refuſe not to be branded with the hateful Chara 
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inder pf perfidious. And whether I be abhorred by my own 


other People, as you ſay, you may ask Mr. Maxwell, (whom your 
fan's WP resbytery hath placed in my Church) and perhaps he may 


K. Crom bis own Experience, let you know the Truth of that 
Mea- atter,better than your Infermer hath done. 


recu 
d n0 
n an 


therefore you judge me to be perfidious, becauſe 1 praved 
for the Pretender, But, Sir, if I had (et up upon the Re- 
yolution Principles, that could never have proved me Per- 
dious; for we were told (as I remember) both by our 
Revolution Lawyers and Divines, that we were under no 
Jonger Obligation to any King, than we could live under 
is Protection; and you know K. George was not able to 
Protect me when I praygd for K. J. For then I was as much 
nder the Power of his Government, as I was before, or at 
preſent am, under the Power of K. G's, But howſoe ver you 
Might approve of ſuch Excuſes when they were for you, yet 
| know that you are too well acquaint with that old Beaſt 


ny for 
ith me, 
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to pu- 
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Way tWalled Halkerton's Cow, to admit of them when they are a- 
thoughMWainft you; and therefore I tell you that it is a falſe and 
7 Prin alicious Calumny, to ſay,that I took the Oaths to the Govern 
oſe Piven; for (as | told you before) I took no Oath either to K. N. 
n mighpr K. G. neither took I the Abjuration preſcribed in the end 
ecept, pf Q. Anne's Regin. It is true that I took the Oaths to 2. 


Arne in the Beginning of her Reign, and perſwaded others 
to take them alſo; but I did not thereby take an Oath to 
our Government: For tho Q Anne was received by the 
Revolution Party, to the Poſſeſſion of the Throne upon the 
Revolution Laus, yet I thought that ſhe ſtood upon another 


rs ou! 
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awful Mot, and that (in the Ciretmftances which the Nations 
der, uhi ere at that Time) ſhe had a better Title to aſcend the 
en fidio Throne, than ſhe had by the Revolution Laws. And now, 
from having given you fuch an Account both of my Principlesand 
d for Practices, with regen to the Government, as can be re- 
de ſolefMWonably thought I ſhould be at Freedom to do in es Ine 
and yei ture, you may conſider them at your Leiſure, and if you 
V. prayfnall either think that my Principles are not agreeable to the 


Meaſures of my Duty, or my Practices inconſiſtent with my 
Principles, you may try your Hand upon them, whenſo- 


curied 
ful Soi 


But as ever your Malice may prompt you unto it, providing you 
> and udo it fo, as | may not be obliged to incerfere with the Go- 
G. as NVernment tor my Vindication. : 
as you of In the next Place then, I come to conſider the third Head 


i CharadWot your Apology, containing a pretended Vindication of 
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But farther you ſay, I took the Qaths to the Government, and 


your 


n 
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your Church Government, wherein you take the ſame 


Courſe with all new Sets and Heręſies; for you proyoke us 
to come to the Holy Scriptures with you, and tell us that 
our Cauſe cannot abide the Light of & O D's ons ; but 

in the mean time we muft take your Word, for the Meaning 
of thoſe Places of Scripture, which you adduce for your new 
Scheme, and follow your Glofſes of them, contrary to the 
unanimous Senſe of all the Primitive Fathers and Doctors of 
the Church, or elſe you cry out that we are blind, and our 
Hearts byaſſed by Prejudice, whereas it is plain that the 

Preſumption bf this muſt much more againſt you, than 
againſt us, ſeeing you ſet up a new Scheme, which (as your 


ſelves moft confeſs) was not known in the Church for many 
hundred Years before you ſet it up? and conſequently (as 
Maid in the End of my former Pamphlet) it was neceſſary 
that you ſhould have brought a"very clear and undeniable 


Evidence of your Title to that Government which you have 


uſurped, or elſe the World hath Reaſon to look upon you a 
Thieves and Robbers, who have not entred in by the Door, as our 
Saviour ſays, Fobn 10. 1. Which cannot be ſaid of us who (et 


up no new Scheme, but follow thoſe Meaſures which ha ve ob- 


tained in the Church of GO D from the Beginning. G O DI 


did orginaly ſet up the Government of the Jew:ſh Church, 


(which was the firſt National Church that he had upon f 
Earth, and which was to be continued until the coming ol 


the Meſſiab, and ſo until the Chriſtian Church ſhould come 
in its ſtead;) I ſay, G OD ſet up the Government of the 
Few:ſh Church in a High-prieft, with inferior Prieſts and 
Levitess Now tho the High-prieſt had ſome typical Privi 
leges, as he was an eminent Type of Chriſt, yet it is plain 
that there was nothing typical in the Government of the 
Church which G O D had ſettled in Him, with his inferior 
Priefts and Levites. And when Chriſt came and founded 
the Chriftian Church, leaving his Apoſtles behind hin 
cloathed with full Power to go forth into all the World, te 
convert the Nations and bring them in to his Church, I thin 
it alſo very pla in, that he inſtituted no new Form of Govern 
ment for the ruling and preſerving Order in this his Church, 
but left the firſt Infticution in its full Force, as it was origi 
tally ſettled by the Law of GOD, and accordingly we 
have not only plain Steps (as I habe ſhewed in my twdl 
former Pamphlets) of the Apoſtles adhering to the ſam 


Scheme, in the Epiſtles to the ſeven Churches of a. and 


in thoſe to Timothy and Ti, but Vie have the ſame Thing 
8 | allo} 


5.1 


amel lſo confirmed unto us by all the primitive Fathers & wh 

ke u onſtantly mention the three ders of own bon 
s that 24 Deacons ;) but eſpecially by St. Hierom,(whom you tak 

; but be your Friend) who in his Epiſtle to Evagrius (as I have 
aning Iſo ſhewed in my forementioned Pamphlets) doth plainly 
r new|&<! us, that the Apoſtles ip ſettling the Government of the 
to the hriſtian Church, took their Pattern from the old Tiſta- 
tors ofNent, and accordingly,. that the Biſhops, Presbyters, und 
ad our <2<2n5 ought to claim to themſelves the fame Stations in 
2 he Chriftian Church, that the High- prieff, the inferlo0 
than e and Lepites, had in the Temple. All this I told fou 
5 poufeore, and yindicatzd it from your Exceptions; and vs 
many'< in the deſęribing of my Scheme, 'you ſhould have be- 
y (as {$2 with it and refuted it, together with that which 1 flid 
ceflarſ Confirmation of it. But that was not eaſy for you to los 
eniableind therefore you thought fit to paſs by it, and fall to your 
ha drdinary Arguments and bitter Excurſions againſt us Jeaing 


you az herefore you muſt pardon me not to ſ well my dots row by 
would 


>fts and 
1 Priv: 
is plain | 
of the <2<005, and then ſhall proceed to conſider what Weight 
inferioſhere is in that which you alledge from the een for 
founded eur Pr esbyterian Parity. As to the fz/t, I defire the Rea- 
nd himer may be pleaſed to conſider, that we have truly greater 
orld, t ridence from the Scriptures, for the Scheme of our Go- 
„Ithinifernment, than we have for the Inftitution of the Lord's 
Govern?) Now, I deſſre that I may not be miſtaken, as if I 
Church, ould think, or fay., that our Evidence for this is not ſutfici- 
as origi'-5 (for I have plainly aſſerted the Sufficiency of it, in my 


ingly we ifcourſe upon the fourth Commandment ) bnt1 ſay our 


my tuqridence is fully as good, and better, for our Govern- 
he am! 77 of the Church ; For (as I ſaid before) we have the 
Aa. and itution of it in the Law of Moſes, not abrogated, but 


ne Thing t in full Forcg þy our Saviour, and we have n. 
n | | 0 
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of its having been confirmed by rhe Apoſtles, in the Epiſtle Ire 


to the ſeven Churches, and in thoſe to Timothy and Titus nnd 
which ( conſidering that it was to be a Matter of confta n{{Wncic 
and uninterrupted Practice in the Church) gives us aſWcry 
much Evidence for it as we can reaſonably deſire, eſpecial rip 
i; ſeeing we are told by the Fathers of the Church, that thou 
Apoſtles ſettled it after the Pattern of the Old Teſtament 
New let us compare our Evidence for the Lord's Day wit} 
this, and as we find no other Infiitution of it but that « 
the Jewiſh Sabbath, or reſt of the ſeventh Day, fo the Step 
which we have of it in the Scriptures of the New Tet: 
ment, are much more obſcure than thoſe which we have e 
the Government of the Church, for we have only the Lord cle. 


Day once ſimply mentioned (without telling us what ic wa But 
Rev. 1. 10. And that the Diſciples met together, and PauW"'Ppt 
preached ro them on the firſt Day of the Week, (without tellinfſÞ4. u 
us, whether it was the ordinary Day of their Meeting, of9*-/ 
whether it was the Lord's Day) As 13. 7. And agai ſtra 
the Corimtbians were exhorted 10 lay up by them their Alm enſt! 
zx Siore, upon the firſt Day of the Week (without telling us Call 
whether it was the Lord's Day, or whether it was the onf*r ty 
dinary Time of their Meeting) 1 Cor. 16, 2. And this is Cc 
that we have of the Lord's Day, in the Scriptures. It is true 
that this being a Matter of continnal Practice in the Chure Ne ſi 
wherein it was impoſſible that ſhe could be miſtaken, tier. 
| Hino of the Church, and W rirings of the Fathers, diffe 
gether with thoſe Hints of it which we have in the Scrij ide 
tures, / give us ſufficient Light into it, but without tho Y®! 


all that we have of it in the Scriptures, would give us 
Certainty at all. And now, | think it muſt be confeſſed 
ever ingenuous and unhyaſſed Perſon, that as the Ste on t 
which we have of our Government, in the Scriptures, 3 
more clear than thoſe which we have for the Lord's Da 
ſo it was aſmuch a Matter of continual Practice in t 
Church, and fully aſwell confirmed hy the Hiſtories of Mels 
Church, and Teſtimonies of the Fathers. 1 


But 1 know you ſay, This Practice of the Church with the 
ſpect to iis Government, was not from the Beginning. But w een 
told you this? For I am ſure you neither had it from 1 5 
Hifiories of the Church, nor the Teſtimony of any of wer 
Fathers, and 1 have ſufficiently proved in my two forn ly gn 


Pamphlets, that ſuch a Change, as you pretend to have be 
made ſo early in the Church, is incredible and morally i 
poiſible, and 1 muſt ſay that they want not a good wr 

2 5 ; FFC 3 re. 
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| redulity who can believe it. It is a dangerous Thing to 
nnovate any of thoſe Things which we find to be ſettled by 


ſtle 


7tus 


ſta ni ncient Practice in the Church; upon ſuch Conjectures as e- 
s al ery new Sect is ready to frame to themſelves, and to give 
ciall ripture gloſſed by themſelves for their Innovations: And 
t thou muſt pardon me to ſay that many of them do it with 
nent ore Probability, than you do. The Anabaptiſts plead (after 
w itil de ſame Manner) that the Baptiſm of Infants was not the Pra 

hat ¶ ice of the Church from the beginning, and we have not the hal 


the Evidence for it either from the Scriptures, or Writs 
gs of the Fathers, which we have for the Government of 
de Church: And were it not a brave Thing to unhinge that 
ncient Practice of the Church upon ſuch ConjeQures?. . 
But you tell us you have plain Demonſtration out of the 
priptures, Jt zs as clear as the Light, &c. Which ftrange 
ad unaccountable Confidence puts me in Mind of the old 


Step 
[eſta 
Ave 0 
Lord 
it Was 
4 Pai 
tellin} 


OO ſtrange that you ſhould be ſo clear ſighted as to find De- 


ai 6 
* onſtration for your novel Parity in the Seriptures, and 
ing ut all the holy and learned Fathers (many of whom were 
the onartyrs for Chriſtianity) ſhould have been ſo blind that 
nis is 2 7 could ſee nothing like it. But however, ſeeing you 
is tru. 1 a Noiſe with your Seripture Evidence (tho L 
hure ee ſufficiently anſwered all before, and you do but tell 
en, tier, the ſame Thing again in other Words, and 


| different Method, yet) I ſhall be fo eomplaiſant as to 
der it a little farthers, And I find that in this your Apo- 

you lay the Streſs of it chiefly upon thoſe two Things, 
. 1; Upon Chrift's leaving behind him twelve Apoftles, 


ers, | 
e Scri 
1t tholl 


Ed equal Authority and Power, and upon St. Paul's Exhox- 
he Stelion to the Elders of Epbeſus, Acts 20. As to the Firſt, You 
ares, II that you find Presbyterian Parity, plainly in the Pari. 


d's Def the Apoſtles, who (as you pretend) acted in a Presby- 
e in ft 
es of 


v4 


lers that were there; But you take no Notice of what I 
{| you (in my Anſwer. to your Parochial Biſhop's Letter) 
t the Apoſtles were the Reprefentatives of the Catholick 
urch, over which there can be no vifible Monarch or uni- 
ſal Paſtor, and that all which can be concluded from the 


with 
But w 
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al Biſhops of the Catholick Church: And that I ſuthci- 
ly anſwered all thoſe Scriptures which you alledged for 
dof that the Apoſtles left behind them a Number of Pa- 


ottiſh Proverb, As the Fool thinks, the Bell clinks, It is ye- 


y together at Feruſalem, together with the reſt of the 


ality of the Apoſtles, is only an equality among the ſe. 7 


$ at Jeruſalem, who continued to act ina Presbytery to- 
| VVJJVJ 


| 
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„. 
gether; which anſwers you have never offered to refute, but 
ſtin bring the ſame Places again with the ſame Confidence Mit. 
as if J had never anſwered them; although I had told you 
that after the Reader had confidered my Anſwers, he might 
find Reaſon to laugh at your vain Confidence and Boaſting 
in the pretended Evidence of them. Rn 


And whereas you ſay, That I made uſe of the Apoſtle Jame 
bis being Biſhop of Jeruſalem, as a Scripture Argument tc 
prove Epiſcopacy; you are miſtaken, for I only made Uſe of 
it for ſolving ſome of your Objections, where it was enough 

for me to ſuppoſe it, and I was not obliged to prove it, al 
though I had ſaid enough to prove it alſo: For (beſide tha 
unanimous Voice of the Ancients affirming it) I told yo 
that as he is plainly diftinguiſhed as a Perſon of ſuperioſ 
Dignity to the reft of the Elders, in that Place which yo 
cited, Acts 21. from v. 18. So he plainly appears to have bee 
Preſident of the Apoſtolical Council, A&s 15. (notwithſtand 


ing that Peter was preſent) unto which he could have ha As 
no Manner of Title if he had not been Biſhop of the Plachavin 
which together with the univerſal Conſent of the FatheWhicy 
and Hiſtories of the Church, I judge to be a ſufficient Pro Co 
of that Matter of Fact. 1 we 2, | 1ffo 
But you pretend to prove that St. James could not be coſſe of 
ſtituted Biſhop of Jeruſalem; ſo that the Ancients have in thMence 
Matter impoſed a Falſhood upon the ſucceeding Generationlh > fre 
And I muſt ſay that any Man who will ſet up to diſprove his! 
Fact of that Kind, whereof we have ſuch Inſinuation in i But 
Scriptures, and which is ſo confirmed by Teſtimony of . wl 
Ancients, would need either a very hard Forehead, or Meter 
ry plain Demonſtration to ſupport him; and therefore let al 
ſee. what Demonſtration you bring for it. m. 


And I find you tell us, That James was an Apoſtle who 
as ample Power as any of the ft who had the whole World | 
their Dioceſe or Charge: And therefore you ſuppoſe it is ri 

* eulouk to limit any of them, of reſtri them to any City, P 
vince, or particular Charge, and you tell us no Power on EA 
could do its Unto which I anſwer, That I acknowledge 
James his Power to have been as ample as any of the r 
and that it is true alſo that Chriſt gave his Apoſtles a Co 
miſſion to go forth into all the World; and teach all Natioff 
and make Diſciples of them; according to that of Mat. 
and 19s which you cite: But as it was not poſſible for e 
ry Apoſtle to go into all Nations, ſo it is not to be thou 

that there was any Obligation tpen every one of them to 


but 
Ence 

you 
night 
ſting 


. 
it, but they were only to go or ftay as they were directed by 
he Spirit: And therefore if the Spirit directed any particu- 
lar Perſon among them to fix his Reſidence in any particular 
Place or Province for propagating the Goſpel in it, the Per- 
formance of the Work which was enjoined to him there 
as certainly a dutiful executing of the Commiſſion given 
to him by Chrift, even as truly as if he had travelled as 
uch as St. Paul did. You confeſs that it was very proper 
hat one or other of the Apoſtles ſhould ftay pretty cloſe at 
Feruſalem, to fortify this Church againft the Aſſaults of the 
earned Rabbies, Oc. And why might it not be as proper 


[ame 
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id voor one to ſtay there, as for one or other to be coming and 
perl0oing for that End? I am ſure that in other Cafes the Ex- 
en Jolderience of the World ſhews that any Man, of equal Abili- 
ve beeſſies, who hath his Reſidence fixt in a Place for the doing of 
REG ny important Work in it, hath by much the Advantage of 
ve ha 


hoſe who only come and go to it. Now it is plain that the 
aving the Charge of Ferufalem (the Mother Church, unta 
hich there was ſo great a Reſort of Strangers from almoſt 
Corners of the World, eſpecially at the great Feaſt of the 
aſſover, and where the Jewiſb Sanhedrim was) behoved to 


Place 
Fathe! 
If Prot 


be collfls of vaſt Importance, So that the fixing of St. James's Reſi- 
e in thiſence there, and giving him the Charge of that Church, was ſo 
eratlor from being a Limitation, that it was rather anentarging 
ſproveſ his Power and Dignity beyond all the reſt of the Apoſtles. 
on in i But you ſay, Tho James ſtayed ſometime here at Jeruſalem, 
y of t will never prove that he was Prelate of this Church, more than 
„ oo , ster or any other of the Apoſtles who alſo ſojourned there, ſee- 
Ore le 


g all the Apoſtles bad equal Power over the Church of Jeruſa- 
m. When James was there alone (you ſay) you doubt not but 
preſided in the Meetings of the Miniſters, as being the- only, 
poſtle and eldeſt Paſtor there ; yet we never hear of bu aſſuming 
wy greater Power among them than the meaneſt Paſtor in the 
ty, but acting in Conjunction with them, Now this (tho the 
mmon Voice of your Party) is a Parcel of the moſt im- 
wledge ident and groundleſs Stuff, that ever dropt from any 
| the an's Pen who pretended to Reaſon; Is it not a ſtrange 
es a Collhing how any Man ſhould preſume to ſet up againft the 
1 Nati0ithers and Hiſtories of the Church upon no better Grounds 
f Mat. Nan theſe ? Tho Peter and others of the Apoſtles did ſome- 
le for eſmes ſojourn at Jeruſalem, we may be indeed ſure that there 
be thouWuld be no Ground to think that they were any of them 
them tWrelates of the Place; but St. James making his conſtant 
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eſidence there, was no mean Argument of his having a 
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Peculiar Truſt and Charge in that Place. And where, I 
Pray you, find you St. James ſojourning any where out of 
Feruſalem ? Surely no where, but either in your Head, or 
the Heads of ſome of your Party. But you ſay, When be was 
alone there, you doubt not but be preſided in the Meetings of the 
Miniſters, as being the only Apoſtle and eldeſt Miniſter there, 
But pray, Sir, where find you himin any Meetings of Mini- 
ſters there, except only in that Place of As 21, 18. (where 
the Elders were plainly waiting upon him, being called toge- 
ther to meet with S. Paul:) And that of Ads 15, where all the 
Apoſtles and Elders were gathered together; and there in- 
deed we find him not only preſent but Preſident alſo, which 
is no mean Argument for his being Biſhop of the Place. But co 
Yau ſay, We never bear of his aſſuming greater Power among tben i an 
than the, meaneſt Paſtor of the City; and this is another PiecgY G 
of true Presbyterian Confidence, for (as I have ſaid) tha Ar 
only judicial Meeting wherein we find him preſent, is tha vu 
of Ads 15. And there we find him taking more upon hin Pa 
than any of the Apoſtles, and conſequently much more thai ita 
any of the reſt of the Paſtors or Elders, who are only menſ fro 
tioned as preſent, but nothing more of them, ſave only thei ou 
Concurrence' with the Apoſtolical Sentence; which is nM the 
more than what is aſcribed unto all the faithful Brethreſ bo! 
there preſent alſo. But you alledge for your Aſſertion thalfff ſw: 
Place of As 11. 22. though you know very well that I ha Pa 
ven you ſuch Anſwer to it (in my Anſwer to your Parochif - 
Bifhog's Letter, Page 29.) that you have not thought fit Ml tio 
yet to refute 3 and yet you are not aſhamed to bring it in Nh 
gain here, which is the common Cuftom of your Party. F de: 
howſoever your Arguments or Anſwers be refuted, you a vou 
not aſhamed to bring them again upon the next Turn witWtha 
ont fo much as mentioning of what hath been ſaid againſce 
them. e rn LN ENTS 3 . 75 . 
Alfter this you have a deal of Stuff which ſtands in neqWſo : 
of no Refutation, and it is not worth my Pains to ſwi you 
my Pamphlet with it: Only there is one Aſſertion that den 
muſt take notice of, upon Account of the fitange Fraud 
leney that is in it; for you tell us, That Ignatius, our ſuppo 
| Patron, in bis Epiſtle 10 the Magneſ. Pag. 33. Voſſ. Edit. ſa 
That the Presbyters ſucceeded in the Place of the Bench of 
Apoſtles And in bis Epiſtle to the Trall. Pag. 48 and 50, 
echo 10 be ſub ject to the Prshyters as the Apoſtles of Fe 


Ebriſt.* Where you craftily ſer down that Part of thoſe PMcan 
ges, which being feparated from the reft going befolf the 
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re, 1. ſeems. to make for you, but purpoſely conceal the other 
ut of Part, which ſets all maniteftly againft you: So that for 
4, or Anſwer I need ſay no more but ſet down the whole Paſſages 
e was intire, and then every vulgar Reader may plainly perceive 
of the that you had done much better not to have mentioned them. 
there. The firſt Paſſage then in the Epiſtle to the Magneſ. is, I 
Mini- admoniſh you that you ſtudy to de all Things in godly Concord,the 
where Biſbop preſiding in the Place of G OD, and the Presbyters in 


| toge- Ml Place of the Bench of the Apofiles. Again, the firſt Place in 
all the the Epiſtle to the Tall. is, Reverence the Biſhop as Feſus 
ere in- Chri/t the Son of the Father, and the Presbyters as the Council 
which of GO D and the Conjunction of the Apoſtles. And the ſe- 
e. But cond Paſſage in the Epiſtle to the Trall. is, Beware of ſuch, 
ng the mh and let this be from you, not puft up, being inſeparable from 


r PiecY G 2 P, Feſus Chriſt, your Biſhop,and:the Orders of the Apoſtles. 
id) the And now, I think, I may leave it to, the Judgment of every 
is thalf vulgar Reader, (except thoſe of your Party) whether thoſe 
pon hin Paſſages do not plainly overturn your Parity inftead of e- 
ore thai ſtabliſhing it. And as to that other Paſſage which you cite 
aly men from Finæaus, when you have refuted thoſe Anſwers which 
nly theiß dur Authors (and particularly Dr. Monro in his Inquiry into 
ich is n be new Opznions) give to your Arguments taken from the 
Brethre homonymy of the Words Biſhop and Presbyter, I ſhall an. 
tion tha ſwer it; and till then you myft-pardon me not to ſwell my 
hat ball Famphict with is on tn ne on, | 75 


Parochi And now in the next Place, as to the Apoftle's Exhorta- 
ght fit ¶ tion unto the Elders of Epheſus, Acts xx. from v. 28. with 
ig it in Mwbich you make ſuch a Pudder, ſetting it forth with a great 
arty. Ft deal of Oſtentation, as having the plaineſt Evidence in it for 
„ you af Vour beloved Parity; it is ſo far from having any Thing of 
urn wit that Evidence in it which you pretend, that I prateſt I can 


ſee no ſuch Thing in it at all. You do indeed ſet it forth 


id agaich es en 8 
5 with ſo much Confidence, that it is no great Wonder you 


Is in neqQſo impoſe upon your own deluded - People, that they take 
ns to ſwueSyour Werd for it; for you would (by the ſtrange Conti. 
tion that dence of your Aſſertion, and your ſolemn giving Thanks to 
re Fraud Almighty G O D for giving you ſuch Evidence as you have 
zur ſuppoſſi in it) almoſt tempt a poor vera Epiſcopalian like me to 
" Edit. ſa ſuſpect my own Blindneſs. But when I conſider. that I have 
ench of Fall the ty Tone and holy Fathers of the Church for my Com- 
3 and 50, MWpanions, I muſt reſume ſome good Meaſure of Aſſurance, 


Hes of and ſay, that whatſoever you may pretend, yet certainly it 
}f thoſe PYIcan make nothing to your Purpoſe. For therein we have 
ing bete the Apoſtle only exhorting the Presbyters of Zphe/us to take 
| * lee! 0 £ » * J 3 n 5 
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1 | 
beed to themſelves,and to all the Flock over which the Holy Ghoſt 
bad made them Overſeers (or Biſhops as you call it.) And who 
doubts but this is the proper Work of Presbyters ? If we 
had been queſtioning whether the Order of Presby ters be 
jure divino, this had been indeed a very proper Place to 
have objected againft us; but you muſt pardon me to ſay, 
that I find nething that favours your Cauſe in it. But you 
ſay, he not only exhorts them to take heed to the Flock, but 
alſo to feed the Church of GQD. Now, you ſay, that he 
thereby commits io them the whole Power of Biſhops 3 for 10 
feed imports both the Power of Doctrine and Diſcipline, Anf. 
I ſee no Reaſon to think that to feed doth import the Power 
of Diſcipline ; I confeſs the Office of a Paftor doth include 
both the Power of Doctrine and Diſcipline z for he cannot 
well feed his Flock except he rule them alſo; And therefore 
Igrant that there was as much of the Ruling Power commit- 
_ ed to your l Presbyters or Biſhops (as you call them) 

as was competent to their inferior Office: But that they had 
the ſupreme Power of Diſcipline committed to them, I deny. 
But, you ſay, It is unreaſonable to deny this without offering 
Proof for it, and thereby I do only expoſe my ſelf and my Cauſe, 
Anſ. When I am anſwering your pretended Proofs from 
Scripture, when I ſee nothing of what you aſſert in them, 
it is enough for me to deny ; eſpecially ſeeing I have the 
Authority of the Fathers and Hiftories of the Church on 
my Side, and the Probation is. incumbent upon you. But 
in effect I have not only denied this, but proved it alſo, from 
St. Paul's reſerving the ſupreme Power of Diſcipline in his 


on Hand, in the Caſe of the inceftuous Perſon of Corinth; 
And afterwards that this Power was committed to others 


who were ſettled Preſidents of the Churches, (and particu- 


larly of the Church of Epbeſus) I did prove from the Epittles i 


to the Angels of the Seven Churches of Aſia, and vindicated 
my Probation from the Cavils of your Party, unto which 
you haye not thought fit as yet to give any particular Re- 
ply; becauſe (it ſeems ) you find it eaſier to return again 
to the old Cant of your Party. I proved the ſame Thing 
alſo from the Inſtructions given by St. Paul to Timothy, 
whereby (as I ſhewed you Pag. 36 of my Anſ. to the Paroch. 
Biſhop's Letter ) there was plainly a Negative given him 
over your Presbyters or Biſhops (as you call them) of E- 
pheſus, which were made by the Holy Ghoſt : So that it 
may ſufficiently appear to any unbyaſſed Perſons, that there 
were other Biſhops of ſuperior Power and Dignity _ 
1 ow od hor nl amr ot ts tute 
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| tuted by the Holy Ghoft alſo : And conſequently that your 
Ghoſt four Syllogiſms (for the Defence of which you appear ſo ſan- 
, who I guine) are ftill to be reckoned Sophiſms ; and that the Ma- 
If we jors of them (underſtood as univerſal Propoſitions) are ſtill 
rs be I falſe; and that there can be no ſuch Concluſion drawn from 


ce to il them. | | | 
o ſay, But, you ſay, thoſe were the Apoſtle's laſt Orders to this 
t you Church with reſj ect to the Government, Anſ. Thoſe are nei- 
k, but ther the Apoſtle's laft Orders to this Church, neither is 
af he there any Thing here that concerns the Nature of Govern- 
for to ment at all. It was indeed revealed to him that they 

Anſ. ſhould ſee his Face no more, but he was not fo to leave then 
ower as to take no farther Care of them, or to give them no far- 
clude Ill ther Inſtructions; for it was a long Time after that he wrote 
annot his Epiſtle to them from Rome. And that thoſe were either 
refore his Thoughts, or his laſt Thoughts to them with reſpe& to 
mmit- | the Government ( as you alledge) is affirmed altogether 
them) without Ground; for there is not a Word of the Govern- 
ey had ment in all his Exhortation, nor any Thing that hath any 
deny. Similitude of a Reference to it. But farther you ſay, this 
fering i Settlement was made in Timothy's Preſence. But I pray 
Cauſe, © what Settlement do you dream of? For there is not a Word 
from of a Settlement, nor any Thing that hath ſo much as a Like- 
them, neſs unto it in this Place. The Apoſtle doth indeed exhort 
ve the the Presbyters, who had been before ſettled in Epheſus, to 
ch on take heed to themſelves and to the Charge over the Peo- 
But ple of GOD, which the Holy Ghoſt had committed 


), from unto them 3 but there is not any Thing like a Settlement 
in his either of Perſons or Things in his Exhortation: And ſee. 
vrinth ; ing (as you confeſs) this is the greateſt Evidence that you 
others have in the Scripture for your novel Parity, I do proteft 
articu-¶ that I know not any of the new Seas, which have not a bet- 
Zpiſtles iſ ter Plea from the Scriptures,than you have. And whereas 


licated Ml you ſay, This Exhortation was given in Timothy's Preſence; 
which] it is nothing to your Purpoſe 3 for tho Timothy had been 
ar Re- Biſhop of Epbeſus at that Time, I do not ſee why the Presby- 
n again ters might not have received all this Exhortation from the 
Thing Apoſtle; eſpecially ſeeing he was going to leave them for a 
7mothy,W Time, and wait upon the Apoſtle to Jeruſalem. But I 
Paroch have told you before, that we do not ſay that Timothy was 
en him] at that Time Biſhop of Epheſus, but that the Apoſtle as yet 
J) of E- ſuperintended that Church himſelf, and kept the ſupreme 
that it Power of the Government in his own Hand; which you in- 
it there dea your to redargue as followW s. 
conſti- | OG 


Fiſt 
tuted 


„ >. 
Fi, You inquire, Why the Apoſtle Paul delayed to ſettle 
Dioceſan Biſhops in the Churches for ſo long a Time, and why 
be was behind the reſt of the Apoſtles in this Matter ? Anſ. I 
told you the Reaſon before why he did it not ſooner, ( vi7. 
becauſe the Churches were not grown ſo numerous as to 
ſtand in need of the particular Superintendency of a Dioce. 
ſan Biſhop, and the Apoſtle as yet, was well able to do all 
that Buſinels himſelf;) and you mentioned it your ſelf in that 
Account which you pretend to giye of my Scheme. But it 
ſeems you thought not fit to mention it here, left it might 
have put a little Stop to the Career of your fervent Excur- 
ſions upon this Head. And as to his being behind the reſt 
of the Apoſtles in that Matter, I mentioned nothing of it. 
It is true I ſaid that St. James was conſtituted Biſhop of Je- 
ruſalem from the Beginning: But as we have Reaſon to 
think that to have been done by the immediate Pirettion of 
the Spirit, ſo likewiſe with the Conſent of all the Apoftles, 
But, Secondly, you ſay, According to this Scheme you muſt 
bold that the Church of Epheſus, and other Churches which Paul 
plantel, were not fully conſtituted and provided with Church 
Officers neceſſary for them,for a great many Tears : And during 
all that Time the Aroſtle Paul ated the Part of a Prelate 10 
them, by reſerving the Power of Ordination in bis own Hands, 
and aſſumed a Negative over all thoſe Presbyteries in Matters 
of Diſcipline and Government. Now, Sir, (you ſay) do you 
think that it is ſufficient to convince us Presbyterians of the Truth 
of thoſe Things, to give us no more Proof? And is it reaſonable 
or you 10 require us to receive all your weak and ridiculous Aſ- 
ſertions as certainly true, unleſs we fhall put our ſeluts io the 
unredſonable Trouble of diſproving them £ But, Sir, you may 
remember that you was told thoſe Things in Anſwer to 
your Objections, and conſequently the diſproving of them 
* was incumbent upon you. And it is a hard Thing that you 
ſhould pteſume to invade a Settlement which had bbtained 
ſo many hundred Years in the Church, (and of which the 
Beginning cannot truly be referred to any other Period 
but that of the Apoſtles,) with no better Warrand than ſuch 
| trifling Objections as you bring againſt it; ſeeing there is 
nothing of ſuch Antiquity againſt which far greater Scruples 
thay not be raiſed, not excepting eyen the Fundamental 
of Chriftianity it ſelfi And (as I told you in the end of my 
laſt Pamphlet) nothing ought to he admitted in this Caſe 
but plain Demonſtration, without which it is certainly 1 
Piece of the greateft Impudence for you to preſume to a 

| | | asl 


ſenile 

:d why 

Anſ. 1 

( Vie 

as to 

Dioce. 
do all 
in that 
But it 
might 
Excur: 
he reſt 
g of it. 
of Jer 
ſon to 
tion of 
poſtles. 
h muſt 
cb Paul 
Church 
during 
elate 10 
Hands, 


Matters 
4 you 
be Truth 
aſonable 
lous Af: 
e the 
ou may 
wer to 
of them 
that you 
obtained 
hich the 
r Period 
han ſuch 

there is 
Scruples 
amental 
nd of my 
his Cale, 
rtainly 4 
the £0 a 
rack 


L461 
tack ovr ancient Settlement, and the ridiculous unground- 
ed Aſſertions do plainly ly on your Side. But nevertheleſs 
I did not ſay that the Apoſtle kept the ſupreme Govern- 
ment of thoſe Churches in his own Hand, without Proof, as 
you may ſee from Pag. 56 and 57 of my Reflections, as you 
call them. ; | le e 
But however, you ſay, you will condeſcend once more to 
diſprove that which was incumbent upon us to prove; and 
ſo you undertake to diſprove it from the forecited Place 
of As xx. wherein, you ſay, Ve have the laſt Settlement of 
the Government of the Church of Epheſus,and a Platform whic 
the Apoſtle deſigned ſhould be perpetual and unalterable there, 
and in all other Churches. And I muſt ſay this is a ſtrange 
Piece of Confidence, to aſſert that there is ſuch a Settle- 
ment there, where (as I ſaid before) there is not ſo much as 
a Similitude of any Settlement,either of Perſons,or Things. 
But you ſay you will make it evident, from the following 
onſidera tions, viz. Firſt, The Apoſtle gave the Miniſters of 3 
E pheſus as it were his dying Thoughts at this Time, telling them 
hat he was to ſee their Faces no more; upon which they took a 
olemn and final Farewell of him with many Tears, And it is 
oft juſt to think,that this was the proper Time for ſeitling the 
government of that Church, and that accordingly be now gave 
ber bis laſt Thoughts concerning it. Anſ. I have ſhewed be- 
ore,that tho the Apoſtle had a Revelation that they ſhould 
ee his Face no more,yet thoſe were not his dying Thoughts 
o the Church of Epheſus: And tho they had been his dying 
Thoughts; yet, as it is too much Preſumption for any Per- 
on, to limit the Spirit of G OD, to any Time which he 
hinks moſt proper; ſo if we ſhovild ſuppole it neceſſary that 
he Apoſtle ſhould give them Directions here, concerning 
he particular Form of Government which was to take 
Place in the Church, it would militate as much againſt Pre- 
ytery as againſt Epiſcopacy, ſeeing there is not one Word 
tere of any Kind of Government, or the leaſt Similitude of 
ny Settlement. | 5 | | I 
But, Secondly, you ſay, Paul here did not only take bis final. 
Leave of the Epheſian Presbyters, but alſo preached his farewell 
ermon, wherein be told tbem of their Duties to the Flock, but 
ot A Word of a Duty they owed to any ſuperior Biſhop : Nay, on 
he Contrary, he commits the whole Care of that Church to ibem, 
a the ſole Biſhops thereof, &c. Anſ. There be two Things 
n this Paragraph, upon which you lay the Streſs of your 
Reaſoning for your no Settlement, viz. 1. n ) 
; | eld 


N 


that C 


ever to ſettle a Dioceſan Biſhop, but did actually ſettle 


Biſhops thereof. Anſ. Thereis no ſuch Matter at all. They 


. declare the whole Counſel of GO D unto them; ſo that if thei 


L N 
told tbem their Duty 10 the Flock, but not a Word of a Duty to 
any ſuperior Biſhop. 2. That be. commits the whole Care of 


u Church to them,as to the ſole Biſhops thereof, As to the 
Firſt, What Conſequence, I pray, will you draw from it? 
Will you ata re ak therefore the Apoſtle had no Deſign 


Presbytery there? Surely,this Concluſion will by no Means 
follow from your Premiſſes. The Apoftle cannot be thought 
to be giving them in this Exhortation,a Sum of their whole 
Duty, either to the Flock or their Supetiors; for he men- 
tions no particular Duties even with relation to their Flocks, th 
but only gives them a general Exhortation to Care and 
Watchfulneſs in their Stations, from the Conſideration of 
the Hazard that they would be in from the Emiſſaries off 
the Devil, and not a Word of any Thing like a Settlement 
of Government. But 2dly, you ſay, He commits the whole 
Care and Government of that Church unto them, as unto the ſole, 2 


had been ſettled as Presbyters, or (as you call them) Biſhops 
there before this Time, and the Apoſtle here only exhorts 
them to Diligence and Watchfulneſs in their Duty. And 
that he committed the whole Care of that Church to them, 
as the ſole Biſhops thereof, is ſaid without any Ground,and 
is plainly contrary to what the Apoſtle ſaith of himſelf,2 Cor 
Xi. 28. That the Care of all the Churches lay upon him, And 
truly ( whatſoever Power the Apoſtle committed to them 
before, when he ſettled them Presbyters of Epheſus) it i 
plain, that he commits no' Power to them here at all, but 
only exhorts them to Watchfulneſs and Diligence in tha 
Truft, which had been formerly committed to them. 

But further you ſay, He tells them that be ſhunned not t 


Sub jection to a ſuperior Biſhop had been any Part of the Counſel 
of GO D, the Apoſtle had not kept it back from them. An 
This is indeed a rare Kind of Reaſoning, and it is ſtrang 
to ſee any Man of Reaſon to be ſo blinded with Prejudid 
and Faction, as to think that there is any Strength in it 
And truly if I ſhould have reaſoned after that Manner fol. : 
Epiſcopacy, I ſhould have been deſervedly flouted by yo 
What! will you ſay that the Apoſtle in this very Place de 
clared the whole Counſel of GOD unto them? Nay, ſure 
ly that would be intolerably ridiculous; and therefor 
your Reaſoning muſt be fully as ridiculous, and good fc 
nothing, but to deceive Children, or poor ſimple People, u 
« p Wi 
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ill be ready to take all upon your Word; but you cannot 
ink that all your Readers will be ſuch . 
Again you tell us, That if ever Paul was to appoint them a 
perior Biſhop, now was the fit Seaſon for it, &c. Anſ. It is 
ſmall Preſumption, (as I ſaid before) for us to limit the 
pirit of GO D to thoſe Times which we think moſt proper 
nd fir. The Epheſians were ftill under the Apoſtle's own 
are, and ſtood in need of no other Biſhop for the Time; 
t that can be no Argument why he ſhould not give them 
e afterwards, when he could no more govern them after 
at Manner, by his own Care. | 
But then laſtly you ſay, That the Presbyterian Government 
ttled at Epheſus, zs not the Device of Man, but the Appoint- 
e nt of the Holy Ghoſt, as it is called v. 28. and conſequently 
45 to be of fixed Continuance : For to ſay that the Conſtitution 
1 imperfett, and to be changed afterward into Prelacy, upon 
hiſms ariſing, is not only to reproach the Apoſtle's Faithfulneſs 
d Infallibility, but alſo to charge the Wiſdom of the Holy 
hoſt, with Defigzency and Imperjectiun. Anſ. There is not 
e leaſt Step of ſettling Presbyterian Government either 
ere, (as I have told you before,) or in any other Place of 
ripture. And as to what you ſay of the changing of 
te Government from Presbytery to Epiſcopacy upon the a- 
ling of Schiſms, I told you (Pag. 58. of my Reflections, as 
du call them,) That I never ſaid any ſuch Thing, but that 
-- ©. We Government of the Church was Epiſcopal from the Be- 
25 wy” inning, (tho it had been no ways inconſiſtent with the Wiſ⸗ 
As 0 om of the Holy Ghoſt to have carried on the Policy of the | 
in tha}. urch gradually unto. Perfection, as the Church it ſelf in- 
eaſed.) And (as I told you) although theſe Diviſions men- 
Joned by St. Hierom, might have given Occaſion to the A- 
ſtles to have haftened the Settling of Dioceſan Biſhops in 
e Churches of the Gentiles,yet there was no Change made 
ereby in the Government; neither were the Presbyters 
»Wereby deprived of any Thing of that Power which they 
rmerly injoyed under the Government of the Apoſtles 
emſelves.. So that all your Reaſoning upon this Head is 
Lin and frivolous. And, I am coufident,that the judicious 
Neader may clearly diſcern from what I have ſaid, that all 
Woſe ample Pretenſions which you have to a clear Inſtitu- 
Won of Presbyterian Government, (either in this or any 
ther Place of the holy Scriptures,) are nothing elſe, but the 
roundleſs Dreams of factious Spirits: So that I may juſtly 
Fturn your Exhortations upon your (elf, "DE wm og 
| G 2 | But 
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But I find you have ſome farther Objections againſt Ti. ſand 
mothy's being Biſhop of Epheſus, (which I have aſſerted in my Off 
former Pamphlets) and therefore I ſhall proceed to conſider Ithe 
them. And 1. you ſay, That if ever there was a proper Sea- Plea 
ſon for conſtituting Timothy Biſhop of Epheſus, nom was the but 
Time, when Paul is taking bis leave of that Church. But I Who p 
have anſwered-to this before, and therefore ſhall not ſwell Nof a 
my Pamphlet with any more of it. | | ty 0 
2dly, You ſay, That Paul in his Epiſile to the Epheſians, MPan 
which be wrote to that Church from Rome, long after his being that 
with them at Miletus (and likewiſe long after bis firſt Epiſtle der, 
10 Timothy, from whence you ſeek 20 prove Timothy's Epiſco- MW thi 
pacy,) gives not the lea} Hint of bis altering the Government, ¶ He: 
&c. Anf, I confeſs that the Apoſtle's Epiſtle to the Epbe-· Nyou 
ſians, was written after his being with them at Miletus; but, 7! 
you know Ideny that his firſt Epiſtle to Tĩ moihj was written, 
before his Epiſtle to the Epheſians; the Contrary of whichſſo a 
I ſhewed Pag. 74. of my laſt Pamphlet (according to the ex-ſcou! 
cellent Dr. Pearſon's Scheme, ) and therefore, 1 have juſtſ Thi 
| Reaſon to complain, that you ſhould have drawn an Argu- 
ment from ſuch a Suppolition againſt me, until you had firſt 
proved it, and refuted Dr. Pearſon's Opinion. But you 
ſay, The Apoſtle ſent Tychicus to them with the Epiſtle, whom 
he recommends to them as a faithful Miniſter, and a comfortable | 
Alliſtant in their Affairs, but not a Word either of, or to Timo 
thy their ſuppoſed Biſhop,, &c. Anſ. Tychicus was a very fit 
Meſſenger to comfort them, by acquainting them with the 
Apoſtle's Affairs, and Timothy was not as yet conftituted Bi 
| ſhop of that Church, as you know I have told you before; 
and therefore by this Argument you only beat the Air. Bu Thi 
you ſav, The, Apaſtle in mentioning the Church Officers whiff jure 
Chriſt hath appointed in his Houſe, for the Work of the Miniſtry, 
and edifying of the Church, makes no mention of Biſhops. An 
You have been often told by our Writers, that. Biſhops are 
contained under the Head of Apoſtles, as ſucceeding to th 
ordinary Apoſtolick Power of Government. 
But Therdly, you ſay, It is manifeſt from Paul's very Epi 
ftles 10 Timothy, that be was not a Prelate, nor at all Biſhop 
Epheſus, and among many Evidences of it you bid me take 
thoſe following; 1. Paul i bis Epiſtle tro Timothy make! 
Presbyters the Rulers of the Charch, and makes Biſhop and Pre 
byter bat one and the ſame Office, as is plain from 1 Tim. 
2, 5. and Chap, 4. 14, and Chap. 5. 17, Ge. Anſ. Wed 


not deny to the Presbyters their Share of ruling the Church tho 
bones TY . 4 . . 2 N i and WP 
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t Ti. Wand (as you have been many Times told) the Identity of the 
in my MOthce of:a Biſhop and Presbyter cannot be concluded from 
aſider Ithe homonymy of the Names. This may indeed givę a better 
7 Sea- Plea to thoſe who are only for the Identity of the Order, 
245 the but it can never infer the Identity of the Office, which is 
But I Io plainly diſtinguiſhed both in Scripture and the Writings 
t ſwell Mot all the Fathers. It is true I do not plead for the Identi- 


eſians, 
being 
Epiſtle 
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ume ni, 
Epbe- 
; but 
written 


Pamphlets) but I do ſtill with the greateſt Reaſon aſſert, 
that there is no Inconſiſtency betwixt the Identity of the Or- 
der, and Diſtinction of the Offices, which I illuſtrated (and 
thought I could not do it better than) from a Paſſage of St. 
Hie rom, whom you take to be your Friend. But you ſay in 


of 1Uuſtration of a Point than I am; for by it Icontradict my 
elf, and. overthrow the Cauſe I am pleading, And if it were 
" whichſo as you Tay, I ſhould have been very unhappy indeed, that 
the ex- could not ſee this before you told it to me. But ſaying is one 
ve juſtThing, and proving is another, and therefore let us ſee how 
+ Argu- you prove it. And ſo you ſay, 1920, 1grant the Arches of Ec- 
nad firſt cleſi aſtical Erection are new and diftind Officers of a ſuperior 
But you Dig nity above the ref, This (you ſay) 1 ſay of Archdzacons, 
- whom o1:4, conſequently I muſt [ay the ſame of Archbiſhops ; tho former- 
ofortableiy I had aſſerted that all Biſhops are equal jure Divino. But 
o TimoJtruly, Sir, when I conſider this pretended Contradiction, I 
very fil find that it is only in your Head, and not in any Thing that 
with the have ſaid ; for I never ſaid that any of thoſe Arches which 
uted Bi you mention were jure Divino: And it ſeems there muſt be a 
| beforetrange ſquint in the Eye of your Mind, that ſhould ſee any 
Air. Buff Thing like a Contradiction betwixt all Biſhops being equal 
rs which jure Divino, and Archbiſhops or Archdeacons being unequal 
Miniſtry, jure Eccleſiaſtico. But in Effect I did not aſſert any thing con- 
. Anſſcerning the Arches ; ſave only that the Archdeacon was dz 
ſhops ar Fado a diſtinct Office from the ſimple Deacon, (which is un- 
1g to tha que ſtionably true;) but quo jure he was ſo, I aid nothing, but 
only took the Example as it was given me by St. Hierom, to 
prove the Poſſibility of having diſtinct Omices in the ſame 
Order. And I think I might have brought an Inſtance to that 
Purpoſe from Secular, as well as Eccleſiaſtical Offices, (of 
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one Caſe, it is certainly poſſible in all. But it ſeems you 
1 Tim. 3 


ſ. We dq which are jare Divino; and I will gratify you with one of 


e Churchy thoſe alſo, which I hope you will not controvert to be ſuch, 


and 


ty of the Order in this Caſe, (as I told you in my former. 


your Opinion, There was never a Man more unhappy of a Proof 


which I could have given you many; ) for if it be poſſible in _ 


will have an Inftance to prove it in Eccleſiaſtical Offices 


* 
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4 
and it anſwers exactly to the Caſe before us. The High- 
Prieft among the Jews was certainly inveſted with a diſtinct 
Office from the reſt of the Prieſts jure Divino, and yet he 
was a Prieſt of the ſame Order with the reſt of the Prieſts; 
for when the Apoſtle Heb, 7. 11. is ſpeaking of Chriſt's 
Prieſthood after the Order of Melchiſedeck, and oppoſing it 
unto the Tevitical Prieflhood, he reckons all the Lev:r:cal 
Prieſts to be of the Order of Aaron. And now by that 
which I have ſaid to your firft pretended Reaſon, I have 
ſuthciently anſwer'd the other two alſo; and therefore your 
Exclamations againſt me may juſtly be returned upon yuur 
ſelf. And then as to thoſe Divines, whom you cite as mak- 
ing Epiſcopacy only a Degree in the ſame Office, and not 
a diſtinct Office in the ſame Order; it is plainly nothing 

elſe but a Logomachy, and all one Thing upon the Matter 
for a different Degree will always make a diftinſt Office. 


And now I return to your Reaſons whereby you labour to 


prove, That it :s manife$, even from St. Paul's Epiſtles to Ti- 
mothy, that he was not B:ſhop of Epheſus. And ſo Secondly, 
you ſay, Jt 7s evident that the Power which Timothy exerciſed 
in the Church of Epheſus, he did it not as the fixed Biſhop there- 
of, but as an Evangeliſt; which you endeavour to prove trom 
2 Tim. 4. 5. Do the Work of an Evangeliſt. Anj. Tho the 
Apoſtle exhorts Timothy to do the Work of an Evangelift, 
yet. that can never prove that he was no fixed Biſhop; be- 
cauſe all the primitive Biſhops, before the Converſion of 


the Nations to Chriſtianity, were Evangeliſts; and the Du- 


ty of an Evangeliſt Was at that time the greateſt Part of their 
Work: But having Work enough of that Kind within their 
own Dioceſe, they did not wander abroad for the doing of 
it, but ſtayed cloſe at Home, labouring to convert their own 
People. And ſo it is reported of Gregory Thaumaturgus, 

that when he was obliged by the Church, (contrary to his 
own Inclinations,) to enter to the Biſhoprick of Neo-ceſarea, 
pe found but ſeventeen Chriſtians in all that large City, and 

the Territories of it; but ſuch were his aſhduous Labours in 


the Work of an Evangelift among them, that when he was 


removed by Death, he left only ſeventeen Pagans there. 
Thirdly, You ſay, Timothy exerciſed as much Power over 
other Churches where he came, as be did over Epheſus ; as is clear 
from the 2 Epiſt. 10 Tim. where be Bath the ſame Directions 
given him about his Miniſterial Work, as in the firſt; tho he was 
not at Epheſus when this Epiſtle was written, as your Com- 
mentator Dr, Whitby clearly proves, Anſ. All this Argu- 
ment 
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1 
ent procee Is upon a falſe Suppoſition, vx. That Timothy 
as not at Epheſus when the ſecond Epiſtle was written, 
hich neither you nor Dr. Whitby will ever be able to prove. 
have anſwer'd all Dr. Wp:tby's Objections in my laſt Pam- 
let, Pag. 72. and 74. and particularly that from which 
e concludes this, in his Comment. on 2 Tim, 4. 12. But you 
re not aſhamed to bring ſtill the ſame Objections, without 
fering to refute the Anſwers which have been given to 
hem. After this you have a great deal of Stuff, of which 
t is not worth my Pains to take Notice. But then, you 
ay, That the 1 Epiſt. to Tim. was written before his Congreſs 
uin the Epheſians at Miletus, Cc. And ſo for anſwer to Dr. 
Pearſon's Reaſons and mine, you direct me to Wiiſius his 

eletemata Leidenſia, Se, 12. De vinculis Pauli apud Ro. 
nam; in which you ſay, I will find all moſt ſatisfyingly an- 
wered, Where, I find, that you have ftill a ſtrange Partiali. 


er for every Thing that favours your own Side, ſo as to 


hink that all is fully ſatisfy ing, though there be nothing truly 
atisfy ing in it. The Gentleman whom you mention hath no 
uch Fondneſs for his own Performance; for he tells us it 
as with ſome Difficulty that he was ſatisfied himſelf, and 
fter all, his Words will import nothing like a full Satisfacti- 
dn. For, 1. He confeſſeth the Generality both of the An- 
ients, and later Interpreters, to be againſt his Opinion, (ve- 
erum plerique © recentiorum ſine numero) among whom he 
entions, particularly Ludovicus Capellus, and Dr. Pearſon, 

\nd he thinks it ſufficient to give Dr. Pearſon's Reaſons for 
all; and then he brings in thoſe Authors whom you mention 
or his own Opinion, with this Preface, attamen non obſtante ve. 
terum conſenſu, totq; rationum pondere, i. e. But not wiihſtanding 
F the Conſent of the Ancients, and the Weight of ſo many Rea. 
ſons ; And then he tells us what Anſwers thoſe Authors give 
o Dr. Pearſon's Reaſons. And after all he gives us his own - 

udgment (Parag. 8.) in theſe Words, Mea ſi defideretur 

L unpicis, e equidem aliquandiu me in rationum conflictu 
ani mi ancipitem hæſiſſe, que quibus anteponenda forent. Omni- 
bus tamen expenſis, non diſſimulo eo me magis propendere, ut 
criptionem hu jus Epi ſtolæ, ad priora Pauli apud Romam vincula, 
referendam eſſe arbitrer. Where you may ſee the learned Au- 
thor gives his Judgment pretty modeſtly in that particular, 
conſidering that he was a Profeſſor in a Presbyterian Uni- 
verſity. He confeſſeth that he was for ſome Time doubtful 
what Side to chooſe, but after that he had throughly weigh- 
ed the Reaſons on both Sides, he will not (he ſays) TOS 
| | I. 


Words, we may plainly ſee that he doth not pretend to b 


Reaſons, (which are not ſufficiently confuted by the Anſwer 


that the Apoſtle was deceived herein (merely to ſupport a 


ther Senſe, but what doth tend to the finiſhing, Conſummationl 


; ES 
that he inclines more to refer the writing of that Epiſtle to iff 
Time of Paul's fir# Impriſonment at Rome. From which 


fully ſatisfied himſelf; and for my Part, I muſt ſay, that I ſe 
nothing like a Satisfaction in all that which is alledged h 
his Authors: For not to mention the reſt of Dr. Pearſon! 


and Retortions given unto them, ) that which he draws fronif 
the Words of the 2 Epiſtle, Chap. 4. v. 6, 7. doth plain) 

prove that the writing of it cannot reaſonably be applied ti 
any other Period of Time but that which did immediate 
preceed his Martyrdom. Where we have the A poſtle aſſert 
ing the Time of his Diſſolution to be immediately approact 
ing, ſo that he had now finiſhed his Chriſtian Courſe, an 
that too poſitively, to be applied to a mere Gueſs or Proba 
bility from the Danger he was in. And for any Man to fa 


Opinion, which having no Reaſon to ſupport it, is again 
the Generality both of the Ancients, and Jatter Interpreters 
is certainly a very unreaſonable Pieceof Preſumption. Neithe 
is Dr. Hammond's Plea much better, who (for the Suppo 
of his own uncouth Scheme) doth alter our received Tranſl: 
tion: For, (beſide what may be ſaid more againft this h 
Endeavour) the Greek Word 7e7;A%xa Will not bear any e 


or perfecting of the Thing in Hand. So that as the Anſwer/* 
of thoſe learned Men (mentioned by Viiſius) do not ene 

vate Dr. Pearſon's Reaſons, ſo their Authority is not at all i 
be regarded in that Particular; ſeeing the Papiſts, who ai 
mentioned, were Perſons bigotted for the Court of Rom 4 


and ſtrongly bent to centre all Eccleſiaſtick Authority i“ 


the Pope; and all of them together are of no Weight to 7 
laid in the Ballance with the Conſent of the Ancients, auen 
Multitude of later Interpreters, which he confeſſeth to be 0 
the other Side. a FF hb 

But you tell me further, That when Paul wrote his firſt 1 ch 
piſtle to Timothy, be was a very young Man, according to 1 Tin © 
4. 12. Let no Man deſpiſe thy Touth. But if it was wrine þ 
after Paul's Liberation from his firſt Imprijonment at Rome at 
Timothy behoved to be well advanced in Tears; nay Timothy; 
we find, was ſtill but a young Man, when the 2 Epi ſile was wril 
ten 10 him, as appears from 2 Tim. 2. 22. Flee youthful Lufi 


Anſ. This Objection ſeems not to be very conſiftent witli 
the former; but however ſeeing it wants not ſome appare 
Sha Di 


HBW 
difficulty in it, it is to be conſidered that the Word e. 
> to ther 70urb, admits a greater Latitude than in our ordinary 


whichhpeech we confine it unto, Cicero tells of himſelf that he 
d to bas but Adoleſcentulus, a very Youth, when he pleads Roſcius's - 
hat I ſeauſe; and yer A. Gellius proves him to have been at that 


ime no leſs than 27 Years of Age. Polybius Hiſtor. Lib. 1. 
"ag. 11. Edit. 8. calls Hiero vos, à young Man, whom yet 
gj aubon (in Exercitat. ad Baron. Apparat. N. 99. Pag. 154.) 
roves to ha ve been 35 Years of Age. And the fame Hiſto- 
jan ſpeaking of T. Flaminius his making War upon Philip 
ing of Mace don, calls him v, becauſe he was not above 
irty Years of Age. And Joſepb. Antiquit. Lib. 14. Cap. 
3. calls Alexander the Son of Ariſtobulus, vedyioxo;, a very 
outh, at the Time of his Death, although he was then a. 
out 30 Years of Age, it being the Cuſtom (as caſaubon 
ſerves) both of Greek and Latin Writers, to extend the 
ventus, or youthful Age, to the fourtieth Year of a Man's 
ite, under which Age Timothy might well have been, when 
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e Supporſ But now in the next Place you tell me, there is one 
4 Tranſlalhing which. you have not yet touched, v. 1 alledge that Pre- 
ſt this Her, at thezr firſt Institution, had no Power 10 exerciſe Diſei- 
ar any Me or inflict Cenſures without the Concurrence of a Prelate or 
\mmationf' Apoſtle ; and for Proof of this (you ſay) I inſtance Paul's 
e Anſwelj#1#:0n 10 the Prexbyteries of Corinth, for excommunicating 
not ene 77ce/tuous Perſon, 1 Cor. 5. and 2 Cor. 2. And unto this 
ot at all tu anſwer, That it is 4 moſt inconſequential Way of Reaſoning 
s, who af 1 have in this Matter, you ſay, the Apoſtle indeed concur- 
of Rom with the Presbytery of Corinth in this importam Caſe ; but 
ithority i! bad Inference bere, that the Presbytery could at no time ex- 
eight to b ciſe Diſcipline without bis Concurrence, &c. But, Sir, It is plain 
jens, ane the Places mentioned, that thoſe Acts of Diſcipline which 
h to be Me have recorded concerning the inceſtuous Perſon, were per- 
* rmed not only under the Superintendency, but alſoby vertue 
bis firſt l the Authority of the Apoſtle, for he not only enjoins them 
g to 1 Tink excommunicate him, but alſo to do it by his Authority: 
wat writer Verihy (ſaith he) as abſent in Body, but preſent in Spirit, 
t at Rome bave judged tha as though were preſent concerning bim 
y Timothy; bath done this Deed: In the Name of our Lord Feſus Cbriſt, 
le was wril ben ye are athered together \ and my Spirit, wiib the Power of 
bfu Lui Lord Jeſus Chriſt,to deliver. ſuch a one 10 Satan,&c. And will 
ifent with! Man of Senſe ſay chat this is a bare Concurrence with 
ne appare | H N the 


Di 


t. Paul's 2d Epiftle was written to him, and yet there is no 


1 

the Presbytery, when he commands the Presbytery to d@. 
ſuch a Thing, and that by his Authority? We do not indee- tho 
deny to the Presbytery a Share of Eccleſiaſtical Difciplin} 
within their own Sphere, and with a due Subordination ti 
their Biſhop; But (as I ſaid) it is plain from this Plac q 
that the Apoſtle kept the ſupreme Power of Diſcipline in 

ö on Hand, and ſo we ſee that as the Excommunication w; 

performed at the Command and by the Authority of th 
Apoſtle, ſo likewiſe the Relaxation from it; of which ui 
in 7 have the Apoſtle giving us an Account, 2 Cor. 2. from v. © 

1 and plainly intimating that it was to be done by his Auth: 
1 rity, v. 9. 10. For this End alſo (ſaith he) did I write that 

*' T8 | mig bi know the Proof of you, whether ye would be obedient in 

| A | Things, To whom ye forgive any Thing, I forgive alſo, & 

1 Where we ſee that the Judgment of the Presbytery conce 

"IL ning the excommunicate Perſon behoved to be ratified at 

Tis confirmed by the Sentence of the Apoſtle. 

* But Secondly, you ſay, That very Inſtance which I adduce d. 
eſtabliſh your Cauſe, and ſufficiently confirm the Power and A 
thority of Presbyters to rule, cenſure, and excommunicate ; | 
#be Apo$e does firſt ſharply reprove the Presbyter Forts 
for their Slackneſs in exerciſing Diſcipline 2 uch ſcan 
lous Offenders, 1 Cor. 5. 2. And then be requires them by ve 

tue of his immediate Apoſtolical Authority, to proceed 10 

big be ſt Cenſure againſt that inceſtuous Man; which (you ſa 

plainly makes againſt me, and proves what you would be at, vi 

That the Presbytery of Corinth bad intrinfick Power 10 paſs 

Sentence of Excommunication, without the Authority or Di 

ion of a Prelate. Well ſaid, Sir, I confeſs this is one of 

fineſt Concluſions that ever I ſaw drawn in my Life, and} 
know not what a Perſon of your Mettal, (who can draw ſu 

Conclufions) may not do. I am ſure you may prove qui 

libet ex quolibet, as well as that the Presbytery of Corinth hi 

an intrinſick Power to excommunicate without the Auth 

Tity of a Prelate or his Direction, Becauſe they did exco 

municate the inceſtuous Perſon, being required thereto by 

Paul, by vertue of his immediate Apoſtolical Authority. Bi 

you ſay, the Apoſtle doth firſt ſharply reprove them, for thi... 

 Slackneſs in exerciſing Diſcipline againſt ſuch ſcandalous 0 

fenders. Very true, and he had good Reaſon to do ſo, ſe 

ing they had not fo much as concerned themſelves about, 
taken any notice of that horrid Scandal (as appears fro 

V. 2.) whereas they ought carefully to have marked ſuch 

Ferſon, and laboured to bring him to a condign Cenſu 
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tho not to excommunicate him themſelves, without the 
\poftle's Direction and Authority. But you tell us, This 7s 
nation t ore clear from v. 12. Do not ye judge them i. e. (ſay you) 
nis Place 4 Right to cognaſce finally, to determine and paſs Sentence. 
line in Hund I muſt ſay again, That this alſo is a very bold Concluſi- 
ation win, and the Gloſs is far larger than the Text. We are ready 
Ft acknowledge, That the Presbytery of Corinth had a Right 
which u cognoſce and to judge their own People, but not finally to 
from v. #Xrmine or paſs Sentence of Excomunication without the 
is Auth uthority of the Apoſtle. And tho that Puniſhment be ſaid to be 
fluted by many; yet it is plain that they did not inflict it by 
heir own ſimple Authority, but by that of theApoſtle,as hath 
een ſhewed before: And whereas we have only, two Inftan- 


ery tod 
yt indeec 
Diſciplin 


e find that they were both done by the Apoſtle's Autho- 
:dduce duty: ſo that what you ſay of my Scriptural Arguments, re- 
er and Alliling upon my ſelf, and daſhing my Scriptural Cauſe in 
nicate ; es, is falſe ; and upon the contrary they ftand firm a- 
}f Coritit ainſt you, notwithſtanding of all your ObjeQions againſt 
uch __ Ho Os 
hem by v n th 
. 4 romiſe of yielding the Cauſe unto you, if you ſhould. prove 
b (you ſa nat ever a mere Presbytery did take upon them the Power 
4 be at, vi Ordination; and I find you do very frankly and confi- 
xr 10 paſt ently-undertake to make me guilty of my Promiſe. But 
ty or Di our Performance is not agreeable : For all that you bring 
one of North my noticing) is only thoſe two Places, Acts xiiie 1,2, 
ife, and and 1 Tim. iv. 14. the laſt of which L anſwered in that 
n draw ſut 


prove qui 
Corinth hi 


ands of the Apoſtle were with the Hands of the Presbyte- 
„2 Tim. i. 6. But you ſay that the laying on of the A- 


the Authheſtle's Hands, 2 Tim i. 6. is only to be underſtood of con - 


Aid exculkrring the Gift of the Holy Ghoft, and not of Ordination; 
ereto by hich is a moſt groundleſs and unwarrantable Afﬀertion 
ority. . 
, for ib 
ndalous 0 


> underſtood of Ordination in both, or in none of them, 
eing there is nothing in the Context to determine it o- 


do ſo, ſe herwiſe. And as to that other Inftance which you give 


s about, Fs Xiit. 1, 2, 3. as it was no proper Ordination, but the 
ar Fro parating of thoſe Perſons for a particular Work, unto 


T 1 ſack hich the Holy Ghoſt had called them, (ſeeing as St. Paul 
n Cenſu ells us, he received not his Apoſtleſhip of Men or by Men, 
u Put immediatly from GO, Gal. 1. 1.) ſo it was nag done 


mere Presbyters as you confeſs, 


es of Excommunication recorded in the Scriptures of the 
ew Teſtament, viz. this 1 Cor. 5. and that 1 Tim. 2. 20. 


And now in the laſt Place, you challenge me upon my 


lace where I made the Promiſe, and told you, that the 


Ir the Expreſhon being the ſame in both Places, muft either 
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And now ſeeing I have thus fixed the Schiſm upon you 
and proved your Presbyterian Pretences to the Govern- 
ment of the Church to be nothing elſe but the Dreams and 
Deluſions of fatious Spirits, I conclude with the ſame. Ex- 
hortation wherewith I concluded my Anſwer to your Paro- 
chial Biſhop's Letter, intreating you may be pleaſed again 
ſeriouſly to conſider it. And I pray earneſtly that GOD 


would be pleaſed to open your Eyes, and let you ſee not only 


what is your Guilt in renting aſunder the myſtick Body-of 
Jeſus Chrift by your groundleſs. Schiſm, but alſo how much 
you have acted, and do ſtill act, contrary to the true Interefis 


of the Proteftant Religion, for which you pretend ſo great 


» *4 
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a Zeal. Farewell. 
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presbyterian Miniſters of His Majeſty's King- 
dom of Scotland. 8 


E your Majeſties moſt loyal Subjects, the Miniſtert of 
the Presbyterian Perſwaſion in your ancient Kingdom 
of Scotland, from the due Senſe which we bave of your Ma, 

je ſlie s gracious and ſurpriſing Favour in not only putting 4 Stop 
to our long ſad Sufferings for Nonconformity, but granting the = 
| Liberty of the publick and peaceable Exerciſe of our Miniſterial q 
T bellFantin” without any Hazard, As we beſt the graf 60 B 
Ibo bath put this into your Heart, we do withall find ourſelves: 
: bound in Duty to offer our moſh bumble and hearty Thanks to 
| Pour ſacred Ma jeſy, the Favour beſtowed being 10 us, and the 
People of our  Perſwaſion, valuable above all our earthly Com- 
orte; eſpecially ſince we have Ground from your Maje iy to be- 
lieve, that our Loyalty is not to be queſtioned upon the Account 
eur being Presbyterians : Who as we have amidſt all our for- 
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Since rity of loyal and thankful Hearts, which are engaged b 


L 6 J „ 
mer Temptations endeavoured, ſo we are firmly reſolved ſtill t 
preſerve an imire Loyalty in our Doctrine and Practice, (con 
ſonant 10 our known. Principles, which, according 10 the hol 
| Scriptures, are contained in the Confeſſion of Faith, generall 


owned by J ag all your Majeſty's Dominions;) an 
Iy the Help of GO D, ſo to demean our Raves, as your Majeſty. 
may find Cauſe rather to enlarge than to diminiſh your Favour 
zowards us; throupbly perſwading our ſelves from your M. 
jeſtie t Juſtice and Goodneſs, that if we ſhall be at any Tim 
otherwiſe repreſented, your Majeſty will not grve Credit to ſuc 
Information,umil you have due Cognition thereof. Aud bumbl 
beſeeching that thoſe who promote any diſlayal Principles 0 
Practices (as we diſown them) may be lookt upon as none 0 
ours, whatſoever Name they aſſume to themſelves. May 7 
pleaſe your. Mo Excellent Majeſty, graciouſly to accept of: thi 
our woſt bumble Adreſs, as proceeding from the Plainneſs an 


your Royal Favour to continue our fervent Prayers to the Kin 
of Kings for Divine Illumination and Conduct, with all othe 

leſſings Spiritual aud Temyoral ever to 7555 your Riyal 
Perſoh and Government; which is the greateſi Duty can be ren. 
dered to your Majeſty by, W e 2 


..__ "Your Majeſtie's 


r 
July, 1687. Mioſt Humble, 


Muyoſt Faithful, 
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And moſt Obedient Subjects: 
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